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The Time for Active Defense Is Now 


WE MUST MAINTAIN THE FREEDOM OF THE SEAS 


By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 
Radio address delivered at Washington D. C., September 11, 1941 


Y Fellow Americans: The Navy Department of 

the United States has reported to me that on the 

morning of September 4 the United States destroyer 
Greer, proceeding in full daylight toward Iceland, had 
reached a point southeast of Greenland. She was carrying 
American mail to Iceland. She was flying the American 
flag. Her identity as an American ship was unmistakable. 

She was then and there attacked by a submarine. Germany 
admits that it was a German submarine. The submarine 
deliberately fired a torpedo at the Greer, followed later by 
another torpedo attack. In spite of what Hitler’s propaganda 
bureau has invented, and in sipte of what any American 
obstructionist organization may prefer to believe, I tell you 
the blunt fact that the German submarine fired first upon 
this American destroyer without warning, and with deliber- 
ate design to sink her. 

Our destroyer, at the time, was in waters which the 
Government of the United States had declared to be waters 
of self-defense, surrounding outposts of Am-rican protection 
in the Atlantic. 

In the north of the Atlantic, outposts have been established 
by us in Iceland, in Greenland, in Labrador and in New- 
foundland. ‘Through these waters there pass many ships of 
many flags. They bear food and other supplies to civilians; 
and they bear material of war, for which the people of the 
United States are spending billions of dollars, and which, by 
Congressional action, they have declared to be essential for 
the defense of our own land. 


Destrroyver’s Mission CALLED LEGITIMATE 


The United States destroyer, when attacked, was proceed- 
ing on a legitimate mission. 


If the destroyer was visible to the submarine when the 
torpedo was fired, then the attack was a deliberate attempt 
by the Nazis to sink a clearly identified American warship. 

On the other hand, if the submarine was beneath the sur- 
face of the sea and, with the aid of its listening devices, fired 
in the direction of the sound of the American destroyer with- 
out even taking the trouble to learn its identity, as the 
official German communique would indicate, then the attack 
was even more outrageous. For it indicates a policy of in- 
discriminate violence against any vessel sailing the seas, 
belligerent or non-belligerent. 

This was piracy, piracy legally and morally. It was not 
the first nor the last act of piracy which the Nazi govern- 
ment has committed against the American flag in this war, 
for attack has followed attack. 

A few months ago an American flag merchant ship, the 
Robin Moor, was sunk by a Nazi submarine in the middle of 
the South Atlantic, under circumstances violating long-estab- 
lished international law and violating every principle of 
humanity. The passengers and the crew were forced into 
open boats hundreds of miles from land, in direct violation 
of international agreements signed by nearly all nations, in- 
cluding the government of Germany. No apology, no allega- 
tion of mistake, no offer of reparations has come from the 
Nazi government. 

In July, 1941, nearly two months ago, an American battle- 
ship in North American waters was followed by a submarine 
which for a long time sought to manoeuvre itself into a 
position of attack upon the battleship. The periscope of the 
submarine was clearly seen. No British or American sub- 
marines were within hundreds of miles of this spot at the 
time, so the nationality of the submarine is clear. 
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Five days ago a United States Navy ship on patrol picked 
up three survivors of an American-owned ship operating 
under the flag of our sister republic of Panama, the S.S. 
Sessa. 

On August 17 she had been first torpedoed without 
warning, and then shelled, near Greenland, while carrying 
civilian supplies to Iceland. It is feared that the other 
members of her crew have been drowned. In view of the 
established presence of German submarines in this vicinity, 
there can be no reasonable doubt as to the identity of the 
flag of the attacker. 


SINKING IN Rep SEA RECALLED 


Five days ago another United States merchant ship, the 
Steel Seafarer, was sunk by a German aircraft in the Red 
Sea 220 miles south of Suez. She was bound for an Egyptian 
port. 

So four of the vessels sunk or attacked flew the American 
flag and were clearly identifiable. Two of these ships were 
warships of the American Navy. In the fifth case the vessel 
sunk clearly carried the flag of our sister republic of Panama. 

In the face of all this we Americans are keeping our feet on 
the ground. Our type of democratic civilization has outgrown 
the thought of feeling compelled to fight some other nation 
by reason of any single piratical attack on one of our ships. 
We are not becoming hysterical or losing our sense of pro- 
portion. Therefore, what I am thinking and saying tonight 
does not relate to any isolated episode. 

Instead, we Americans are taking a long-range point of 
view in regard to certain fundamentals, a point of view in 
regard to a series of events on land and on sea which must be 
considered as a whole, as a part of a world pattern. 

It would be unworthy of a great nation to exaggerate an 
isolated incident, or to become inflamed by some one act of 
violence. But it would be inexcusable folly to minimize 
such incidents in the face of evidence which makes it clear 
that the incident is not isolated, but part of a general plan. 

The important truth is that these acts of international 
lawlessness are a manifestation of a design, a design that 
has been made clear to the American people for a long time. 
It is the Nazi design to abolish the freedom of the seas and 
to acquire absolute control and domination of these seas for 
themselves. 

For with control of the seas in their own hands, the way 
can become obviously clear for their next step, domination 
of the United States, domination of the Western Hemisphere 
by force of arms. Under Nazi control of the seas no mer- 
chant ship of the United States or of any other American 
republic would be free to carry on any peaceful commerce, 
except by the condescending grace of this foreign and tyran- 
nical power. 

The Atlantic Ocean, which has been and which should 
always be a free and friendly highway for us, would then 
become a deadly menace to the commerce of the United 
States, to the coasts of the United States and even to the 
inland cities of the United States. 


Says Nazis Sink SHips AT WILL 


The Hitler government, in defiance of the laws of the 
sea, in defiance of the recognized rights of all other nations, 
has presumed to declare, on paper, that great areas of the 
seas, even including a vast expanse lying in the Western 
Hemisphere, are to be closed and that no ships may enter 
them for any purpose, except at peril of being sunk. Actually 
they are sinking ships at will and without warning in widely 
separated areas both within and far outside of these far-flung 
pretended zones. 


This Nazi attempt to seize control of the oceans is but a 
counterpart of the Nazi plots now being carried on through- 
out the Western Hemisphere, all designed toward the same 
end. For Hitler’s advance guards, not only his avowed 
agents but also his dupes among us, have sought to make 
ready for him footholds and bridgeheads in the New World, 
to be used as soon as he has gained control of the oceans. 

His intrigues, his plots, his machinations, his sabotage 
in this New World are all known to the Government of the 
United States. Conspiracy has followed conspiracy. 

For example, last year a plot to seize the government of 
Uruguay was smashed by the prompt action of that country, 
which was supported in full by her American neighbors. 
A like plot was then hatching in Argentina, and that govern- 
ment has carefully and wisely blocked it at every point. 
More recently an endeavor was made to subvert the govern- 
ment of Bolivia and within the past few weeks the discovery 
was made of secret air landing fields in Colombia within 
easy range of the Panama Canal. I could multiply instance 
upon instance. 

To be ultimately successful in world mastery, Hitler 
knows that he must get coritrol of the seas. He must first 
destroy the bridge of ships which we are building across the 
Atlantic and over which we shall continue to roll the imple- 
ments of war to help destroy him, to destroy all his works 
in the end. He must wipe out our patrol on sea and in the air 
if he is to do it. He must silence the British Navy. 

I think it must be explained over and over again to people 
who like to think of the United States Navy as an invincible 
protection that this can be true only if the British Navy sur- 
vives. And that, my friends, is simple arithmetic. 

For if the world outside of the Americas falls under Axis 
domination, the shipbuilding facilities which the Axis powers 
would then possess in all of Europe, in the British Isles and 
in the Far East would be much greater than all the ship- 
building facilities and potentialities of all of the Americas, 
not only greater, but two or three times greater—enough 
to win. 

Even if the United States threw all its resources into such 
a situation, seeking to double and even redouble the size 
of our Navy, the Axis powers, in control of the rest of the 
world, would have the man power and the physical resources 
to outbuild us several times over. 


No Peace “tn A NAziI-DoMINATED WorLbD” 


It is time for all Americans of all the Americas to stop 
being deluded by the romantic notion that the Americas can 
go on living happily and peacefully in a Nazi-dominated 
world. 

Generation after generation, America has battled for the 
general policy of the freedom of the seas. And that policy 
is a very simple one—but a basic, a fundamental one. It 
means that no nation has the right to make the broad oceans 
of the world at great distances from the actual theatre of 
land war unsafe for the commerce of others. 

That has been our policy, proved time and time again, 
in all our history. 

Our policy has applied from the earliest days of the re- 
public and still applies, not merely to the Atlantic but to 
the Pacific and to all other oceans as well. 

Unrestricted submarine warfare in 1941 constitutes a de- 
fiance—an act of aggression—against that historic American 
policy. 

It is now clear that Hitler has begun his campaign to con- 
trol the seas by ruthless force and by wiping out every vestige 
of international law, every vestige of humanity. 
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His intention has been made clear. The American people 
can have no further illusions about it. 

No tender whisperings of appeasers that Hitler is not inter- 
ested in the Western Hemisphere, no soporific lullabies that 
a wide ocean protects us from him can long have any effect 
on the hardheaded, far-sighted and realistic American people. 

Because of these episodes, because of the movements and 
operations of German warshi;:, and because of the clear, 
repeated proof that the present government of Germany has 
no respect for treaties or for international law, that it has 
no decent attitude tow2:d neutral nations or human life— 
we Americans are now face to face not with abstract theories 
but with cruel, relentless facts. 

This attack on the Greer was no localized military opera- 
tion in the North Atlantic. This was no mere episode in a 
struggle between two nations. This was one determined step 
toward creating a permanent world system based on force, on 
terror and on murder. 

And I am sure that even now the Nazis are waiting, wait- 
ing to see whether the United States will by silence give 
them the green light to go ahead on this path to destruction. 

The Nazi danger to our Western World has long ceased 
to be a mere possibility. The daager is here now—not only 
from a military enemy but from an enemy of all law, all 
liberty, all morality, all religion. 


Time To Say “You SHALL Go No FurrtTHER” 


There has now come a time when you and I must see the 
cold inexorable: necessity of saying to these inhuman, un- 
restrained seekers of world conquest and permanent world 
domination by the sword—‘‘You seek to throw our children 
and our children’s children into your form of terrorism and 
slavery. You have now attacked our own safety. You shall 
yo no further.” 

Normal practices of diplomacy—note writing—are of no 
possible use in dealing with international outlaws who sink 
our ships and kill our citizens. 

One peaceful nation .fter another has met disaster be- 
cause each refused to look the Nazi danger squarely in the 
eye, until it actually had them by the throat. 

The United States will not make that fatal mistake. 

No act of violence, no act of intimidation will keep us 
from maintaining intact two bulwarks of defense: First, our 
line of supply of material to the enemies of Hitler, and 
second, the freedom of our shipping on the high seas. 

No matter what it takes, no matter what it costs, we will 
keep open the line of legitimate commerce in these defensive 
waters of ours. 

We have sought no shooting war with Hitler. We do 
not seek it now. But neither do we want peace so much that 
we are willing to pay for it by permitting him to attack our 
naval and merchant ships while they are on legitimate 
business. 

I assume that the German leaders are not deeply concerned 
tonight, or any other time, by what the real Americans or the 
American Government says or publishes about them. We 
cannot bring about the downfall of nazism by the use of 
long-range invective. 

But when you see a rattlesnake poised to strike, you do 
not wait until he has struck before you crush him. 

These Nazi submarines and raiders are the rattlesnakes of 
the Atlantic. They are a menace to the free pathways of the 
high seas. ‘They are a challenge to our own sovereignty. 
They hammer at our most precious rights when they attack 
ships of the American flag—symbols of our independence, 
our freedom, our very life. 


NEED FOR DEFENSE Now CLEAR 


It is clear to all Americans that the time has come when 
the Americas themselves must now be defended. A continua- 
tion of attacks in our own waters, or in waters which could 
be used for further and greater attacks on us, will inevitably 
weaken American ability to repel Hitlerism. 

Do not let us be hair-splitters. Let us not ask ourselves 
whether the Americas should begin to defend themselves after 
the first attack, or the fifth attack, or the tenth attack, or 
the twentieth attack. 

The time for active defense is now. 

Do not let us split hairs. Let us not say, “We will only 
defend ourselves if the torpedo succeeds in getting home, or 
if the crew and the passengers are drowned.” 

This is the time for prevention of attack. 

If submarines or raiders attack in distant waters, they 
can attack equally well within sight of our own shores. Their 
very presence in any waters which America deems vital to 
its defense constitutes an attack. 

In the waters which we deem necessary for our defense 
American naval vessels and American planes will no longer 
wait until Axis submarines lurking under the water, or 
Axis raiders on the surface of the sea, strike their deadly 
blow—first. 

Upon our naval and air patrol—now operating in large 
number over a vast expanse of the Atlantic Ocean—falls the 
duty of maintaining the American policy of freedom of the 
seas—now. That means, very simply, very clearly, that our 
patrolling vessels and planes will protect all merchant ships 
—not only American ships but ships of any flag—engaged in 
commerce in our defensive waters. They will protect them 
from submarines ; they will protect them from surface raiders. 

This situation is not new. The second President of the 
United States, John Adams, ordered the United States 
Navy to clean out European privateers and European ships 
of war which were infesting the Caribbean and South Ameri- 
can waters, destroying American commerce. 

The third President of the United States, Thomas Jeffer- 
son, ordered the United States Navy to end the attacks being 
made upon American and other ships by the corsairs of the 
nations of North Africa. 


Catits His OBLIGATION “INESCAPABLE” 


My obligz:ion as President is historic; it is clear; yes, it 
is inescapable. 

It is no act of war on our part when we decide to protect 
the seas that are vital to American defense. The aggression is 
not ours. Ours is solely defense. 

But let this warning be clear. From now on, if German 
or Italian vessels of war enter the waters the protection of 
which is necessary for American defense, they do so at their 
own peril. 

The orders which I have giver: as Commander in Chief 
of the United States Army and Navy are to carry out that 
policy—at once. 

The sole responsibility rests upon Germany. There will 
be no shooting unless Germany continues to seek it. 

That is my obvious duty in this crisis. That is the clear 
right of this sovereign nation. This is the only step possible, 
if we would keep tight the wall of defense which we are 
pledged to maintain around this Western Hemisphere. 

I have no illusions about the gravity of this step. I have 
not taken it hurriedly or lightly. It is the result of months 
and months of constant thought and anxiety and prayer. In 
the protection of your nation and mine it cannot be avoided. 

The American people have faced other grave crises in 
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their history—with American courage, with American resolu- 
tion. They will do no less today. They know the actualities 
of the attacks upon us. They know the necessities of a 
bold defense against these attacks. They know that the 
times call for clear heads and fearless hearts. 


And with that inner strength that comes to a free people 
conscious of their duty, conscious of the righteousness of 
what they do, they will—with divine help and guidance— 
stand their ground against this latest assault upon their 
democracy, their sovereignty and their freedom. 


The Navy Is Ready 


IT HAS BEEN ORDERED INTO ACTION 


By FRANK KNOX, Secretary of the Navy 
Delivered before the American Legion in Convention, at Milwaukee, September 15, 1941 


invitation to address you assembled in your annual 
national convention of the American Legion for 1941. 

No American Legion convention has ever been held at a 
time more perilous to our national welfare and security. 

The Legion was born immediately following the last war 
and is made up, exclusively, of men who served in that war. 
And we meet here in Milwaukee in the third year of another 
great war which has brought almost all the world, save only 
the Western Hemisphere, into its destructive, suicidal en- 
circlement. 

With all of Europe, save only the British Isles, under the 
heel of the most ruthless military conqueror the world has 
ever known; with from eight to ten million men now en- 
gaged in deadly struggle along a Russian battlefront 2,000 
miles long—the greatest battle measured in size and casual- 
ties in world history; with an Axis partner in Asia seeking 
to create a Far Eastern empire by force of arms, and with 
all the seven seas the scene of naval conflict, I come to you 
as the spokesman for one of our great branches of the na- 
tional defense. 

Under these circumstances, you will expect me to dwell 
chiefly upon problems relating themselves to national de- 
fense, to national preparedness, to the maintenance of peace, 
and, if war comes, to the successful prosecution of the war. 

I need not go beyond the pages of American history writ- 
ten by the American Legion itself for my inspiration for 
such a discussion. 


A T the outset I want to express my appreciation of your 


Miutirary SERVICE FoR ALL 


There are many of you here today who, with me, attended 
the caucus of the American Legion held in St. Louis, and 
the first national convention of the Legion held in Minne- 
apolis. It was at these two conventions that this great organ- 
ization was given its character. It was there the outline of 
its mission was formulated. 

First of all, the American Legion declared that the mili- 
tary system of defense upon which we should rely for our 
national security must always be subject to civilian authority. 

It declared for a national military system based on univer- 
sal military obligation. We not only favored a system of 
universal obligation to serve in time of danger, but we also 
declared for a policy of universal military training so that 
an American citizen, when called upon to discharge this 
primary function of citizenship, shall be trained and equipped 
to meet successfully and victoriously the hazards of war. 

We declared for military training in high schools and 
colleges and for the continuance of training camps to train 
and educate officers to serve capably in time of national 
emergency. 


These general underlying principles at subsequent con- 
ventions of the American Legion were developed and elabor- 
ated until it became a matter of universal knowledge that 
the American Legion constituted the greatest single unit 
in American life devoted to the principles of American pre- 
paredness against war, and of national defense—if war came. 

Despite the efforts which the American Legion and other 
elements have made to promote a condition of preparedness, 
we have fallen far short of attaining that ideal. 

I allude in this not alone to a lack of industrial prepared- 
ness, mechanical readiness and economic preparation against 
possible emergencies, but I also refer, even more emphatically, 
to our failure to be mentally and spiritually ready against 
the danger from without. 

It is utterly idle to have abundant means for the produc- 
tion of war-making material of every kind if we fail to 
maintain and develop those qualities of manly courage and 
virility that will insure that those weapons will go into the 
hands of men capable of meeting a dangerous armed foe when 
one appears. 

National morale is always more important than national 
industrial production even in these days of mechanized 
warfare. 


THREE Epocus OF THE LEGION 


The entire life of the American Legion has been spent in 
three widely different epochs. 

From 1919 to 1929 we lived through a period of crass 
materialism. Reacting from the high sense of idealism and 
sacrifice which characterized our participation in the first 
World War, we went through a period of disillusionment, 
a period of abnormal and drunken prosperity, in which 
spiritual values of every sort, including love of country and 
service for the common good, were subordinated to a get- 
rich-quick psychology. 

This was followed by a period of great depression, when, 
for millions, life became a daily struggle for the bare neces- 
sities and millions more subsisted on a public dole. Finally, 
the great depression was succeeded, during the past four or 
five years, by an era of world-wide war or threat of war. 

During the last five years a ferocious sweep of conquest 
by force has enveloped the world. Centering in the Axis 
powers of German, Italy and Japan, there has grown up 
a concept of world conquest before which free men every- 
where have stood aghast. 

So contrary has it been to the whole history of human 
progress for hundreds of years that, at first peoples who were 
threatened were incredulous. They refused to believe in 
the reality of danger. There were many of this type in our 
citizenship. 
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Others, who recognized the reality, thought to curb and 
limit its excesses by a policy of appeasement under which this 
group of conquerors would be permitted to sate their appetite 
upon near-by helpless peoples, in the hope that the contagion 
of war could be kept remote from their boundaries. There 
are also many of this group to be found in the United States. 

It is dangerous to fail to recognize that both of these 
groups exist in our own country, and that both of these 
groups contribute to a lack of those virile qualities in a 
nation—the lack of the willingness to incur danger and the 
lack of the courage to face facts—which contribute to low- 
ered standards of mental and spiritual preparedness. 

It must be a part of the function of the American Legion, 
with its quarter century stand for national preparedness, to 
combat both these tendencies which make the task of pro- 
viding an adequate national defense more difficult. 

On the subject of national preparedness through material 
production there have been causes for anxiety, there have 
been disappointments and disillusionments, there have been 
mistakes and delays, but, despite it all, no nation in human 
history, starting from scratch, with practically no production 
of war material at all, has ever equaled the record in pro- 
ductivity that we have made in the past year! 


“TREMENDOUS Jos” Is PRAISED 


Despite the carping of ill-informed critics, and the dema- 
yoguery of those who seek to make political capital out of 
our weaknesses and our shortcomings, a tremendous job 
has been done in an unbelievably short time. 

This has been made possible by two things: the overall 
capacity of American industrial management to meet a 
crisis and overcome it, and the skill and loyalty of the 
American worker. 

You have heard a vast deal about labor difficulties, and 
there have been many, some of them indefensible. You 
have not heard so much, but it has been there, nevertheless, 
of avarice and cupidity and unscrupulousness on the part of 
men trying to make money out of the national emergency ; 
but in the sum total neither these nor labor disputes have 
sufficed to prevent the conversion of an industrial plant 
wholly designed for peace into a wartime plant for the pro- 
duction of military necessities at a speed on a scale that 
challenges comparison, anywhere, at any time! 

The United States has never enjoyed more skillful, un- 
selfish and patriotic services from any citizen in the long 
course of its history which have excelled those qualities of 
big Bill Knudsen, who has wrought this miracle — and 
miracle it is—of swift wartime production. 

I cannot give you actual figures, because that is a military 
secret, but when the time comes when the story can be 
written of what has been done in production in the last year 
to provide the means to defend America, it will constitute 
one of the brightest pages to be found in American history, 
a page of which every American will always be proud, and 
yet it is not enough. 

There is no room for complacency. 


Cais Appep Service VITAL 


Earlier, I have referred to the fact that the American 
Legion, at its very beginnings, declared both for a universal 
obligation to service on the part of every citizen, and for 
national, universal military training in order that the in- 
dividual soldier could discharge his duties expertly and well. 
Only recently, under the pressure of a war situation, the 
threat of which to us was unmistakable, we adopted a uni- 
versal service law which, in thoroughgoing accord with 
American Legion principles, called up the young men of 
the country for military training. 


In the unwarranted hope and expectation that the crisis 
which provoked this act would pass, it was provided that, 
unless Congress enacted to the contrary, the period of service 
for training would be one year. 

As the end of that year approached it was obvious that, 
instead of the menace decreasing, and the danger growing 
less, the exact opposite was true. 

Thus, in order to prevent practical demobilization of the 
Army then under training, Congress proposed that the 
period of service be extended for eighteen months longer. 
The enactment of this amendment to the Selective Service 
Law was absolutely essential, in my judgment, to the safety 
of the country, and yet there was the gravest danger that 
the measure might fail to pass. 

It is now entirely appropriate for me to tell you that, in 
this crisis, the American Legion, through its national com- 
mander and its representatives in Washington, were directly 
responsible for the passage of this legislation and the salva- 
tion of the half-trained American Army from dissolution by 
bringing to the support of the Administration forces the 
very votes which gave a majority for that measure. 

I dare say that in the whole history of the American 
Legion nothing that it has done for national preparedness 
and national defense has counted more greatly than this 
achievement of the last sixty days! 

As Secretary of the Navy, it naturally is on my heart to 
talk to you men of the Legion of that great service and of 
the progress we have made toward the building of a two- 
ocean Navy. 

For achievement of this purpose, awards have been made 
for the construction of 332 new combatant ships. The build- 
ing of these vessels, which will cost about $6,000,000,000, 
added to what we already possess, will give us a combined 
sea strength of thirty-two battleships, eighteen aircraft car- 
riers, ninety-one cruisers, 364 destroyers and 186 submarines, 
a total fleet of 691 vessels of war. 

Incomparably, this will be the greatest sea power with air 
power auxiliary ever created by any nation in the history of 
the world. 

At the outset of the program it was estimated that it could 
not be given effect before 1946. I shall not attempt to tell 
you how much short of that time the objective will be 
realized, but I do dare to say to you that the whole fleet 
will be completed far ahead of schedule, and that every ship 
coming into commission is going into service months ahead 
of the scheduled time. 

Before the end of 1941 we will have added to the fleet, 
commissioned and ready for service, two battleships, one 
aircraft carrier, eighteen destroyers and ten submarines. 

We have been building for a generation a fleet air arm. 
The American Naval aviation is admittedly the best, most 
competent and most highly trained fleet air arm in the world. 
Part of the reason why it is the best in the world has been 
because it has been trained specifically to serve with the fleet. 

It was our Navy which produced the first, and still the 
best, dive bomber, in the world. It was our Navy which 
brought the airplane carrier to its highest state of perfection. 
It was our Navy which created and developed the long-range 
patrol bomber—flying boats. 

We have made tremendous progress in expanding the 
aeronautical service of the Navy. Aircraft are coming to us 
now in significant numbers and in every category. They 
are proving to be the equal or the superior of any that are 
produced in the world. 


AGAINST SINGLE AiR Force 


These types have become so effective because they have 
been designed and operated as a part of the Navy. They 
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must never be regarded as other than a part of the Navy. 
Our sea-air arm is not called upon to perform its many 
tasks as a coordinated unit. In training, in drill, in carrying 
out strategical and tactical problems, planes and ships must 
always work together. 

Taking the Navy’s planes away from the fleet commander 
and placing their command elsewhere would unquestionably 
cripple the fleet. 

But a navy is not composed of fighting ships and planes 
alone. A fleet without its train of auxiliaries would be like 
an army without its supply and ammunition services. While 
we have been building combatant ships, we likewise have 
been building auxiliaries. 

This year of 1941 will have seen added to the fleet eighty- 
four vessels of this type, to give us a total of 258 ships in 
such varied classifications as submarine tenders, ammunition 
ships, oilers, hospital ships and transports. 

In addition, we are constructing a swarm of small patrol 
boats and district vessels, submarine chasers, torpedo boats, 
coastal mine sweepers, fuel barges and so forth. We will 
add almost 500 of these to our Navy during 1941, to give 
us a total strength in these classifications of about 1,130 craft. 

Each month sees more than 10,000 new men wearing the 
uniform of the United States Navy. Of the loyalty, the 
competence and the morale of these men the United States 
has every reason to feel proud. No finer men, no more 
competent fighters, no more proficient sailors ever went 
“down to the sea in ships’ than the men who keep the 
American flag afloat in the seven seas today. 

Keen as you men are for the national defense, and power- 
ful as you have been in supplying support for that cause, let 
me emphasize to you two things: No war of significant pro- 
portions can now be fought anywhere in the world save by 
those nations which have access to the seas. Raw materials 
out of which the complicated instruments of war are now 
wrought come from the four corners of the earth. 


Sea Power Is CALLED DECISIVE 


No continent has a monopoly of them and, therefore, 
those nations which possess sea power are the nations in the 
future into whose hands will be entrusted the peace of the 
world. 

We now know how futile it is to place our trust in written 
promises to foresake war as an instrument of national policy. 
Promises to keep the peace are just so much worthless paper 
to be scrapped when some ruthless, acquisitive leaders of 
greedy and warlike people feel so disposed. 

The only peace in which the world can put any confidence, 
for at least one hundred years to come, is the kind of peace 
that can be enforced by the peace-loving nations of the world. 
It will not be sufficient just to love peace if these nations 
are to support the cause of peace effectively. 

It is imperatively necessary to have not only the will to 
peace but the power to enforce it! 

In such a world as that of today, sea power for America 
is more vital, more essential, than ever before in its history. 
We are on the way to achieve that power! We shall soon 
have the fleet that will make us the greatest maritime power 
the world has ever known, and we have the materials, the 
skills and the capacity to maintain that leadership in- 
definitely ! 

This will only be achieved, however, if the American 
people learn, in these crucial years, how needful for their 
own security and welfare is sea power, and if they determine 
out of a love for peace, not for war, to maintain that sea 
power in the years that lie ahead. 


As To “ATTITUDE” ON WAR 


We hear a great deal these days concerning the attitude 
of the American people toward war. There has never been 
any secret nor any division in this matter. The American 
people are not warlike. They are peace-minded. They have 
no national objectives, or policies, which must be promoted 
by war. 

In any choice between war and peace, all but a lunatic 
few would, of course, vote for peace. It is utterly foolish to 
talk about a plebiscite on war. It is never true that a people 
may choose between peace and war, unless they are satisfied 
with a peace on terms dictated by an aggression. 

If we want an honest test of sentiment and really desire 
to know the mind of the American people with respect to 
their own defense, and the defense of their rights, the ques- 
tions we should ask them in the light of the present war 
situation might be broached in this fashion: 

Do you want to lose your liberties? 

Do you want security for your family and for your 
property ? 

Are the vital interests of this country in peril? 

If your liberties are in danger, if your family and its 
security are in peril, if the vital interests of the United 
States are threatened, will you surrender them or will 
you fight for them? 

If you put the question that way, and that is the way it 
is being put, what percentage of the American people, think 
you, would answer negatively? 

The answer would be in an affirmative that would shock 
the confidence even of a dictator like Hitler. You could 
expect no other answer from Americans. If the time ever 
comes when such a question is not answered affirmatively, if 
under such circumstances the American people do not oppose 
war, rather than surrender, then this country of ours would 
cease to be the country we have always known and will be- 
come a land occupied by cowardly vassals, abject subjects of 
a more virile race of men. 


Must Ficut ror Lipertigs 


You cannot preserve liberties such as we enjoy, save by 
willingness to fight for them if need be. 

A worthy, righteous peace is the fruit of effort. You don’t 
get peace, you don’t retain peace just by being peaceable. 
You get it, if it is worth having, by a constant willingness 
to work and sacrifice and risk for it. 

You have it now. The people in the United States have 
it now because other men of other generations have been 
willing, when necessary, to fight for the conditions that 
make peace possible. If you think by just keeping peaceable 
and never going to war that you can get a just peace in this 
world, you are wrong. 

That is the one way in which to surely lose peace. 

The currency with which you pay for peace is made up of 
manly courage, fearless virility, readiness to serve justice and 
honor at any cost, and a mind and a heart attuned to 
sacrifice. 

A peace temporarily enjoyed by a people without these 
qualities is but a prelude to certain disaster. That nation 
that regards the avoidance of war as the highest good regard- 
less of the price exacted for peace in its honor, its rights, 
its vital interests, is a nation both wretched and contemptible 
and cannot long endure. 

This does not mean that we must not exhaust every 
honorable means to foster and promote peace, but we must be 
sure that we seek and enjoy a righteous peace, for those 
who put peace before righteousness, and justice, and liberty 
do infinite harm and always fail of their purpose ultimately. 





on Sih eRe maci f trow ol tyme tat 5 ra 


744 


Vital Speeches of the Day 





We must also remember that it is only the strong who 
can promote and preserve a righteous peace. When war 
threatens and human liberties are at stake, when attempts at 
world-wide dominion are to the fore, we must be sure that 
the world understands that we do not withhold our hand 
through weakness or timidity. 


Quotes THEODORE ROOSEVELT 


Idle and futile is the voice of the weak nation, or the 
craven nation, when it clamors for peace. 

At this point I should like to quote from a former Presi- 
dent, Theodore Roosevelt, who, like Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
was a courageous, virile champion of just and righteous 
peace, and a foe of those who put peace before righteousness. 
Theodore Roosevelt once said: 

“Peace is a great good, and doubly harmful, therefore, is 
the attitude of those who advocate it in terms that would 
make it synonymous with selfish and cowardly shrinking 
from warring against the existence of evil. The wisest and 
most far-seeing champions of peace will ever remember that, 
in the first place, to be good it must be righteous, for an 
unrighteous and cowardly peace may be worse than any war; 
and in the second place, that it can often be obtained only 
at the cost of war.” 

A powerful national defense, especially on the high seas, 
is a prerequisite of a peace-promoting, justice-loving America. 
During the last half dozen years it has been clear to almost 
any man that a powerful fleet and a powerful air force, 
neither of which can be extemporized, are vital essentials 
to our national security in a time of great world turbulence. 

Months ago, the American Government, acting through 
Congress by overwhelming majorities of both houses, adopted 
the Lend-Lease Bill. Subsequently, by even greater majori- 
ties, both houses of Congress appropriated $7,000,000,000 
to make our aid to Britain and China and those fighting 
Hitler effective. 

Our aid contemplated not only the manufacture of every 
form of munitions and war-making material, but it also in- 
cluded the repair of British-men-of-war in American navy 
yards. All this was not only officially made the policy of the 
country by Presidential and Congressional action, but it was 
overwhelmingly endorsed by the American public. 


No Dovust or Nazi INTENTIONS 


The German Government declared officially that it would 
attempt to prevent the delivery of lend-lease material by sink- 
ing every vessel bearing such material to British ports. This 
declaration of the German Government was positive and 
left no room for doubt of German intentions. 

To effectuate our policy and to meet this German chal- 
lenge, our government has created a naval and air patrol 
over the waters of the North Atlantic crossing, and, as a 
measure of additional defense, has occupied Iceland as an 
air and naval base. These measures have been in effect since 
July 7 of this year. 

Immediately, shipping losses over that route dropped 
dramatically. August losses were lower than those of any 
month for the past year. Continuously since July 7, over 
that route, American naval vessels have been providing escort 
for cargo ships flying the American and Icelandic flags. The 
safe delivery of lend-lease articles in British ports reached 
an all-time high. 

The bridge of ships over which supplies were being trans- 
ported to England, adequate to make a successful invasion 
by Germany highly improbable, was being rapidly created. 
Hitler and the Nazis were palpably losing the Battle of the 
Atlantic. 


If they did not swifty take measures to break down this 
bridge the defeat of England, the prime purpose of their war, 
would become impossible. If they did make such an all-out 
effort, they would add the United States Navy to their 
already too numerous foes. 

It was a grim choice, but Nazi action in the past few 
days has left little room for doubt of what they will do. 


Cites ATTACK ON THE GREER 


A German submarine encountered an American destroyer 
engaged in carrying mail to our outpost on Iceland. The 
encounter came in broad daylight and the American destroyer 
carried identification marks which left no possible room for 
doubt as to its nationality. 

At close range the submarine discharged three torpedoes 
aimed at the American destroyer. The Greer evaded them 
and promptly attacked the submarine with depth charges. 
After the second depth-charge attack all contact with the 
submarine was lost by the destroyer. 

Immediately upon receipt of this news, the Navy Depart- 
ment gave the public every fact in its possession, based upon 
the dispatch direct from the commander of the American 
destroyer. The German Government countered by saying 
that the American destroyer had fired the first shot. 

The whole issue is far too broad to make the question of 
who fired first of great importance. I allude to it chiefly 
because it offered a chance for that curious organization 
known as “the America First Committee” to tell the Ameri- 
can public that, in its judgment, it was more likely the 
German U-boat commander was telling the truth than the 
American naval officer who commanded the Greer. 

That is an important fact for the American public to 
digest: that we have in our midst an organization of Ameri- 
can citizens who, on a question of veracity, declared publicly 
that they prefer to accept the word of a piratical murderer 
of women and children on the high seas, engaged in a type 
of warfare denounced by every civilized nation in the world, 
rather than accept the word of an American commander 
of an American warship. 


Navy Is Totp to Get Axis SHIPS 


Regardless of this minor controversy, there is happily no 
doubt of the American answer. You heard it last Thursday 
night when the President of the United States, in his capac- 
ity as Commander in Chief of the American Navy, an- 
nounced to the world that, come what may, American aid 
to Britain was to be delivered where it could be used to help 
in the fight against Hitler in maximum degree. 

Beginning tomorrow, the American Navy will provide 
protection as adequate as we can make it for ships of every 
flag carrying lend-aid supplies between the American con- 
tinent and the waters adjacent to Iceland. 

The Navy is ordered to capture or destroy by every means 
at its disposal Axis-controlled submarines or surface raiders 
encountered in these waters. 

That is our answer to Mr. Hitler. 

A great American President, the second in the long line 
of men who have filled that office, President Adams, ordered 
the American Navy to make the Caribbean Sea safe for 
American ships, and the Navy did so. 

His successor, President Jefferson, ordered the American 
Navy to destroy the corsairs of the Barbary Coast in the 
Mediterranean, and the Navy accomplished that mission. 

President Andrew Jackson gave the American Navy of 
his time a similar mission in the Malayan Archipelago of the 
Far East, and the pirates were destroyed. 

And now President Roosevelt, under far more menacing 
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conditions, exercises the same constitutional power as that 
exercised by Adams, by Jefferson and by Jackson. 

From its beginning the American Navy has fought for 
the freedom of the seas. It is fighting for that vital principle 


now, and the officers and men who are making this gallant 
fight to uphold this principle in the far reaches of the North 
Atlantic and elsewhere have the unquestioned and loyal 
support of a substantially unanimous American public. 


The Crisis 


WE SHOULD NOT AGAIN SACRIFICE OUR SONS 


By HERBERT HOOVER, Former President of the United States 
From Chicago, over radio, September 16, 1941 


FTER ten weeks of observation I wish again to speak 
to my countrymen upon America’s relation to this 
war. I shall speak analytically and dispassionately, 

for cool thinking is needed now as never before. 

Since ten weeks ago the military scene in the world has 
enormously shifted. New objectives for the American people 
have been advanced. The Navy has been ordered to start 
shooting. Our people are bewildered and divided. 

No one will deny that if we keep up this step-by-step 
policy it will lead inevitably to sending our sons into this 
war. Nor will anyone deny that the realization of the 
objectives set before us leads to that same fate. It is the 
ultimate end of this road that must be looked at. And that I 
propose to discuss tonight. 

But before I proceed, let me make certain matters plain. 

If we would preserve the very spirit of free institutions 
American boys must not be sent to death in this war without 
the specific declaration by the Congress. Congress should 
not be eliminated. And in the support of free institutions 
this debate must continue until Congress shall declare war. 

Debate on war and peace ought to be lifted above intol- 
erance and accusation. Those who sincerely and openly 
advocate sending our boys into this war are entitled to respect. 
And those who oppose it are entitled to like consideration. 

I hold, and 99 per cent of Americans hold, that totalitar- 
ianism, whether Nazism or Communism, is abominable. Both 
forms are unmoral because they deny religion and there is 
no sanctity of agreement with them. They are abhorrent 
because of their unspeakable cruelty and their callous 
slaughter of millions of human beings. I abhor any American 
compromise or alliance with either of them. 


THE War SITUATION 


A cold survey of this world situation will show that the 
dangers of ultimate totalitarian success are very much less 
than even ten weeks ago. The fratricidal war between Hitler 
and Stalin is daily weakening both dictators. 

Hitler may gain from Russia some supplies, but he now 
faces all the rest of Europe exhausted of its pre-war stocks 
of food and material. Although he has won unprecedented 
military victories, he has kindled behind him a consuming 
fire of hate. It is now evident that he has failed to convert 
to Nazism the 200 million people that he has invaded. He 
cannot recruit a division of dependable soldiers among them. 
They hate him. If he occupies all Russia it will add another 
150 million haters. Of the 160 million people in Germany 
and its Allies, many are becoming weary of war and of death. 
The Hate of Hitler will be more terrible than the blizzard 
was to Napoleon. His kingdom cannot live, even though he 
has no military defeat on the Continent. 

We are assured Hitler cannot cross the English Channel 
with his armies. And England is even more impregnable 


because of this breathing spell for production of planes, tanks 
and ships and our increasing aid in war tools. Her loss of 
ships and supplies at sea has greatly decreased, largely due to 
her more effective air patrol. And she daily becomes stronger 
in air attack on Germany. 

The actual dangers to America are less today than at any 
time since this war began. 

Thoughtful men agree that the revolution in weapons 
makes the Western Hemisphere impregnable from invasion 
by Hitler. A statement of mine some time ago was chal- 
lenged. But it has been more than confirmed by Colonel 
Phillips of our United States Army General Staff who 
recently wrote: 

“The bomber has made the American coast impregnable 
to invasion. 

“And this still would be true if our Navy were inferior 
to that of any invading power. 

“It makes it possible for this country to insure not only its 
own continental territory . .. but . .. to insure the 
impregnability of all North and South America.” 

And I may add that if Hitler had all the shipyards in 
Europe he could not in five years build an armada big enough 
even to start across the Atlantic. 

Hitler is on his way to be crushed by the vicious forces 
within his regime. Patience for this is far better than spend- 
ing the lives of our boys. 

Under any American policy, whether interventionist or 
non-interventionist, in either Europe or Japan, if we have 
common sense we will concentrate upon building our pro- 
duction, give Britain her tools and await the development of 
all these forces, both East and West. 


FREEDOM OF THE SEAS 


Mr. Roosevelt spoke last Thursday night upon the freedom 
of the seas and the recent incidents. 

The President is right in vigorous protest at firing upon 
American warships. He is right in protest at sinking Amer- 
iran merchant ships without adequate protection to the crews, 
even though they were all carrying contraband. 

Any definition of freedom of the seas in wartime is largely 
academic. Britain could not accept the President’s definition 
and carry on an effective blockade. 

But the President’s policy of edging our warships into 
danger zones, of sending American merchant ships with 
contraband raises the most critical of all questions. These 
steps to war are unapproved and undeclared by the Congress. 
That is not in accord with the spirit of representative Gov- 
ernment and it should be remembered that these incidents 
are the consequence of violating the spirit of the Neutrality 
Act. There are other ways than going into this war to secure 
reparation for transgression of our just rights and respect 
for them. 
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EsTABLISHING FREEDOM AMONG MANKIND 


The basis of argument of those who would have us send 
our sons into war has greatly shifted in the last two months. 
The increasing emphasis is upon our moral obligation to 
send our boys to war in order to establish freedom for all 
men. 

President Roosevelt on January 6 of this year stated that 
we seek “everywhere in the world” freedom of speech and 
expression, freedom of religion, freedom from fear, freedom 
from want. He has emphasized this many times since. 

On August 12 the President and Prime Minister Churchill 
issued their Atlantic statement. They expanded these points 
by nine more to thirteen. They are: no annexations, self- 
determination, self-government, equality of trade, social ad- 
vancement, some sort of freedom of the seas, abandonment 
of the use of force, and disarmament of aggressor nations, and 
permanent peace. 

Two weeks ago Mr. Roosevelt again referred to these 
questions and “our responsibility to build a democratic 
world.” 

I believe in the aspirations for freedom and peace in the 
world. I have myself urged and prayed and worked for 
them over a quarter of a century. I pray that they may yet 
come to the world. 

But today the realistic questions which confront us are— 

Can America impose these four freedoms upon Europe 
and Asia by sending our sons into this war? 

Can America impose the nine new points on the world? 

Shall we not lose in America all these freedoms by the 
very necessities that arise if we send our sons into this war? 

Here, my countrymen, you should listen to the stern voice 
of American experience. 

Before the last world war we were indignant as we are 
now at aggression by dictator governments. Our sense of 
compassion and justice was aroused on behalf of the victims. 
We believed the New World could bring to the Old a new 
order of justice, right and freedom. We would make the 
world safe for democracy. We would fight a war to end 
all war. 

1 advocated our joining in that war. I occupied highly 
responsible positions in the war, the peace and its aftermaths. 
I was part of these events. I can speak from facts, from 
record, from personal knowledge. 

President Wilson twenty-three years ago in his 14 Points 
and supplementary provisions not only declared every one of 
all the Churchill and Roosevelt principles and freedoms, but 
Wilson included still more freedoms and protections. He 
reflected the whole idealism of America. 

We won that war. But we lost the peace. At least so far 
as our high purpose of freedom and permanent peace was 
concerned. 

Europe degenerated into a hell, the brew from which 
poisons the earth today. 

It is the causes of this iailure in the last world war that 
are important for us to examine now. 

The causes of that failure of only twenty-three years ago 
lie far deeper than the viciousness of the Treaty of Versailles, 
or the failure of the League of Nations. The causes of that 
failure lie deep in the invisible forces which dominate and 
vibrate through the races which comprise the millions of 
people of Europe. 

To most Americans Europe consists of magnificent cities, 
cathedrals, cafes, art, music, literature, great universities and 
monuments to heroism and human progress. Men among 
them have fought and died for liberty, to lift the dignity of 
man. From them all we have received magnificent heritage 
of human thought. 


But other forces make the fates of these people. Here are 
400 million people on the continent divided into 26 races. 
They are crowded cheek by jowl in an area less than two- 
thirds of the United States. Suppose each of 26 of our states 
had its own language, its own racial inheritance, its own 
economic and political problems. And suppose through all 
these races for centuries have surged the forces of national- 
ism, of imperialism, of religious conflict, memories of deep 
wrongs, of age-old hates, and bitter fears. Suppose each had 
its own army and around each of these states was a periphery 
of mixed populations that made exact boundaries on racial 
lines hopeless. The outcries of separated minorities would 
be implacable and unceasing cause of war. Suppose they all 
had different forms of government and even where it was 
a democratic form it was class government. That would be 
Europe. 

The standards of living of these great masses of people in 
Europe are at the very base of the struggle for bare existence. 
Economic rivalry, setting up of barriers to trade, the desire 
for elbow room in growing nations, and the pressure of low 
living standards force quarrels and grabs for territory for 
exploitation of other parts of the earth. And periodically 
there boils up among these people some Pied Piper with silver 
tongue, calling some new Utopia. Or the new Man on 
Horseback calls his race to wars of aggression and ambition. 
Indeed with a vicious rhythm these malign forces seem to 
drive nations like the Gadarene swine over the precipice of 
war. 

In contrast, here in America during these 400 years since 
our beginnings we have grown steadily apart from the ideas 
of Europe. Every one of our ancestors came here to get away 
from this dread turmoil. Ours has been a continent of mag- 
nificent resources from which we have obtained a greater 
ease of life. Freed of European hates and fears of great 
armies on our borders we have developed new concepts of 
liberty, of morals and government. 

Mr. Wilson’s 14 Points and supplementary provisions had 
before the Armistice been formally accepted by both the 
Allies and the Germans as the basis of world peace. One of 
the most painful chapters in American history was the antag- 
onism to these ideas by Allied statesmen the moment the war 
was won. 

But the whole concepts which the New World brought to 
the Old were at conflict with the grim forces that faced 
European statesmanship. 

The victorious Allies in Europe were impoverished. They 
had suffered dreadful butcheries and wrongs. They de- 
manded revenge, punishment, colonies, and money. Their 
statesmen, representing their peoples, were not free agents 
to make peace upon President Wilson’s basis. A thousand 
years of history, fe and hate demanded and obtained seats 
at that peace table. They will sit at the next peace table of 
Europe. And America wili be just as foreign at that table 
again. 

President Wilson made a valiant fight for his new order 
for mankind. But it was the collision of warm idealism born 
in a New World, against the glacial forces of the Old World. 
The treaty would have been worse but for Wilson. 

It was not the League of Nations which brought calamity 
in the world. It was the eternal malign forces of Europe. 

Mr. Churchill himself has, with his usual bluntness, said 
three years ago, “Hitler’s success, and, indeed, his survival as 
a political force, would not have been possible but for the 
lethargy and folly of the French and British governments 
since the war.” 

American ideas of freedom and government are the result 
of slow growth in the hearts of people. It takes decades and 
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centuries. They cannot be imposed by words, no matter how 
eloquent. They cannot be imposed by force. They cannot be 
imposed upon nations by treaties any more than they can be 
imposed by battie. We tried it once under the most perfect 
setting of triumphant victory over aggression, and with all 
the power and prestige of America. 

The stern voice of experience says that America cannot im- 
pose its freedoms and ideals upon the 26 races of Europe or 
the world. We should not again sacrifice our sons for that 
proved will-o’-the-wisp. 


MAINTAINING PEACE 


Maintaining peace is a separate problem. While we can- 
not impose freedom, America can and must take part in 
maintaining peace in the world. We can contribute more to 
it if we are not exhausted morally, economically and mili- 
tarily by sending our boys into this war. I hope to discuss it 
at some future time. 


DESTROYING THE Four FREEDOMS AT HOME 


The first trench in the battle for the four freedoms is to 
maintain them in America. That rests upon fidelity not only 
to the letter, but to the spirit, of constitutional government. 
Failure of Congress to assert its responsibilities or for the 
Executive to take war-like steps without the approval of 
the Congress is a direct destruction of the safeguards of 
freedom. We are on the way to weaken these freedoms 
in America—not to strengthen them. 

Freedom of speech and expression are being stifled by war 
phobia right now in the United States. 

Incidentally, there is a fifth freedom. That is economic 
freedom. Freedom for men to choose their own callings, to 
accumulate property in protection of their children and old 
age, freedom of private enterprise that does not injure others. 
The other four freedoms will not survive without this one. 

A large number of the men administering our prepared- 
ness program do not believe in this freedom. With a long 
war—and it will be long if we put our boys into it—then 
their methods with the inevitable debt, inflation, unemploy- 
ment and demoralized agriculture will make us over into 
State Socialism, probably under some other name. 

And listen, my countrymen, to another voice of experience. 
Freedom from want was never won by a war. 

The last world war cost us forty billions in debt and taxes 
in three years. Since then we have paid another forty billions 
in interest and in support of its disabled, its widows, orphans 
and veterans. We may assume one-third of our people are 
today underhoused, underfed, underclothed and underedu- 
cated. And the last war was largely the cause of that poverty. 
These people have no freedom from want. But had we used 
those eighty billions for them instead of war we could have 
given every family of them a modern five-room house as a 
gift with all the gadgets. We could have given every person 
of them as a gift a whole outfit of new clothes once every 
year since that war. We could have given every family of 
them as a gift seven pounds of meat and seven pounds of 
bread every week ever since that war. We could have wiped 
out the one-room school houses. We could have built a 
modern clinic in every backward county. And we would still 
have money left. Freedom from want comes alone from 
keeping out of war. Underfed, underhoused, underclothed, 
undereducated people are the inevitable product of war. 

There are certain backgrounds upon which all freedom in 
America must rest. 

Russia is rightly defending herself against aggression. But 
when it comes to sending our sons into this war we are con- 
fronted with something else. We need to take a long look. 


Russia is also an aggressor nation against democracy. And 
what happens to the millions of enslaved people of Russia and 
to all Europe and to our own freedoms if we send our sons 
to win this war for Communism? 


ANOTHER AMERICAN EXPERIENCE 


Twenty-five years ago and again today are not the only 
times we have been troubled by these eruptions of dictator- 
ships in Europe. 

Some Americans have perhaps forgotten that we had a 
Vigorous interventionist movement in the United States urg- 
ing us to join with England in com at with Napoleon. That 
interventionist movement was led by Fisher Ames, a jour- 
nalist of «hat day, one-time member of Congress, and said 
to have bec.. prevented only by illness from becoming Presi- 
dent of Harvard University. The leader against joining in 
war was one Thomas Jefferson. 

Fisher Ames thought Jefferson was reactionary and did 
not realize the modern forces. Ames insisted that Napoleon 
would dominate the world, including the United States. He 
was full of pungent phrases. I give a collection of them: “I 
am sure we are to be subjugated by Bonaparte.” “Let no 
man in America deceive themselves. If Bonaparte prevails 
(in Europe) we will be his vassals.’’ “We shall be reduced 
to slavery.” “In case Europe accepts peace and chains we of 
the United States are ripe and rotten for servitude and 
tribute.” “Britain fights our battles.” “One single hope of 
security is the British Navy.” “If Russia is disarmed how 
long will it be before England will be done for?” “We are 
infatuated enough to think America is a hiding place for 
liberty.” 

And Ames had some accomplishment in name-calling. 
Generally he felt Jefferson and Madison and Monroe were 
the Fifth Column of that day. He says of them, “Our noisy 
liberty-men are eager for power and indifferent about the 
fall of our country.” 

And in those times ours was a puny nation of less people 
than New York City today. Except for the Fisher Ames 
the Americans of that day were not scared. 


A ProGRAM oF ACTION 


As the situation stands today, we can sum up certain bases 
upon which American policies should be predicated : 

1. If we prepare we cannot be invaded nor our economic 
life be dangerously impaired. 

2. England can prevent invasion of her shores if we give 
her the tools, and even warships, without our sending our 
boys to death, either on ships or land. 

3. Hitler is on the way to be crushed by the vicious forces 
within his own regime. 

4. We have proved by bitter experience that it is a futility 
for us to try to impose freedom and justice upon the world 
by war. 

5. The ideas and ideals of the West can grow and spread 
abroad by our demonstration in our own country. They will 
die in the world if the freedoms shall become weakened or 
die in America. 

6. To send our sons into this war must also be weighed 
in the scales of future America. Should we not weigh in this 
scale the dead and maimed? Should we not weigh the one- 
third of underfed, undernourished, underhoused, underedu- 
cated Americans for another generation that will be inev- 
itable? Should we not weigh the loss of our own freedoms? 

And where do these facts, reasons and conclusions point? 

What is the constructive policy for America? Is it isola- 
tion? Is it intervention? Neither is possible. Neither is 
wisdom. 
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We must have impregnable defense. This defense must 
include the other 20 nations in the Western Hemisphere. 
That is not isolation. 

We must give the tools of defense to the democracies. 
That is not isolation. 

We should reserve our strength that unexhausted we may 
give real aid to reconstruction and stabilizing of peace when 
Hitler collapses of his own overreaching. That is neither 
isolation nor intervention. 

We can do our greatest service to civilization by strength- 
ening here in the Western Hemisphere free institutions and 
free men and women. That is not isolation. It is a service 
to all mankind. 

But to send our boys out to kill. That is intervention. 

We hear much urging to national unity. We could easily 
get unity. 

If we stopped calling names. 


If we directed our preparedness policies to the minimum 
interference with economic freedom. 

If we gave aid to democracies alone of Europe and Asia, 
and gave it generously. 

If we stopped provocative steps that may take our sons 
into war. 

If no war-like step be taken and no agreement be made 
that is not submitted to the Congress. If the Congress decides 
for war then we accept it. 

I believe real unity can be had among the American people 
in these proposals. 

Let us never forget we came over the ocean to this oasis of 
liberty. We extended this oasis greatly by mighty streams 
of freedom. They were dug and builded by the toil of our 
fathers and defended with their blood. Are we now to 
march out into the desert of European war and see the wells 
of freedom dried up behind us? 


Wake Up America! The Hour is Late 


THERE IS A CONSPIRACY TO GET US INTO WAR 


By CHARLES W. TOBEY, U. S. Senator from New Hampshire 
Delivered before an America First Committee Rally at Carnegie Hall, New York, 
September 17, 1941 


()*: HUNDRED and fifty-four years ago today at 


Independence Hall in Philadelphia, thirty-nine 

members of the Constitutional Convention signed 
the completed document of the Constitution of the United 
States which Mr. Gladstone appropriately termed “the most 
wonderful work every struck off at a given time by the brain 
and purpose of man.” Both the inspiration of its construc- 
tion and the tenacity of its existence have fully justified that 
praise bestowed upon it. On us rests the responsibility to 
perpetuate it. 

The Constitution provided that it should go into effect 
after nine states had approved it, and the signal satisfaction 
of being the decisive ratifying state fell to the State of New 
Hampshire, which I have the honor to represent in the 
Senate of the United States. 

It is fitting for us to gather here in the cradle of our gov- 
ernment, in the city in which our first President was inaugu- 
rated into office, to celebrate the birthday of the Constitution, 
which has stood as a guardian of individual liberty, and the 
supreme law of the land, for more than a century and a half. 

We have heard often of late the phrase “The horse and 
buggy age” applied to the sayings and wisdom of our found- 
ing fathers. My only hope is that history may remember as 
kindly the officials who thus desecrate the memory of those 
who presided at the modest beginning of our great govern- 
ment, which has brought a greater degree of liberty, pros- 
perity and happiness to our people than that enjoyed any- 
where else in the world—a government that, until recently, 
was at peace with the world and respected by the world. 

The wisdom and philosophy of the Constitution, has been 
tested by the whirlwind of party passions, fratricidal warfare 
and grave economic convulsions. Never until these last few 
years have the great merit and immortal principles of this 
document been assailed. 

Think of the magnitude of the task which confronted these 
men who assembled in Philadelphia in 1787! They were 
called upon to wre down upon parchment, for the first time 


in history, a scheme for a government that would insure the 
preservation and evolution of liberty for all time. Their 
problem was clearly stated by Lincoln in 1858 in these 
words: “It has long been a grave question whether any 
government, not too strong for the liberties of the people, 
can be strong enough to maintain itself in a great emer- 
gency.” Still they created a government which was to prove 
not too strong, even to trample upon the rights of the slave 
with shackles on arms and ankles, yet strong enough to main- 
tain itself in the face of the greztest trials and hardships 
that ever confronted a Republic in the history of the world. 

True to the trust reposed in them by the ple, our 
founding fathers steered clear of autocracy; rule by one 
man, which can only mean tyranny and despotism. They 
realized that God has not yet created any one man wise 
enough or benevolent enough to seize and enforce his indi- 
vidual pattern to govern the hearts and minds and con- 
sciences and property and lives of every citizen in the land. 
They comprehended the true science of government. Pas- 
sionately, they believed that powers of the government must 
be separated. As often expressed by them “the accumulation 
of all the powers of government in the same hands, whether 
of one, or a few, or many, and whether hereditary, self- 
appointed or elected,” could justly be pronounced the very 
definition of tyranny. 

Let us review a few of the modern trends and develop- 
ments which threaten to destroy our constitutional form of 
government. Let us expose some of the modern doctrines 
which some seek to inculcate in the minds of American 
citizens, doctrines that in other parts of the world produced 
international lawlessness, anarchy and war; doctrines that 
in other parts of the world are depriving the people of their 
liberties and of their lives. Only in that way can we stem 
the tide of foreign ideologies in the Administration that 
threaten to sweep away every vestige of our freedom. 

I will not enumerate the series of deviations from the 
letter and spirit of the Constitution which have marked the 
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philosophy of government behind the President from his first 
election to the present period of war hysteria. I but mention 
in passing the flood of “must legislation,” concentrating 
always more and more power in the hands of the President 
and railroaded through a “rubber stamp” Congress. 

Added to this line of evasion of the Constitution by the 
President, was his flagrant, and unprecedented attempt to 
destroy one of the three coordinate branches of our govern- 
ment. I refer to his attempt to dilute the effectiveness of 
the Supreme Court by packing it, as a corrupt lawyer would 
try to pack a jury. 

The latest maneuver of this master of a “free” people was 
accomplished in his last radio talk, in which he announced 
the issuance of orders to the Atlantic fleet to “eliminate” 
the submarines, but his radio talk went much farther even 
than that. By that talk, the President eliminated the Con- 
gress along with the submarines. Fellow Americans, the 
President has in fact eliminated your Congress just as 
effectively as a depth charge puts a submarine out of business. 

I measure my words when I say that in my opinion the 
greatest menace to this country and to our form of govern- 
ment, does not come from any enemy abroad, but rather 
exists right here in our own country, and more particularly 
and specifically, under the Capitol Dome in Washington, 
where the people’s representatives in the Congress, have 
apparently lost their sense of responsibility under the Con- 
stitution to act as a separate but coordinate branch of the 
federal government and have yielded to pressure and blan- 
dishments of another branch, the Executive. Therein is the 
great threat to the American way of life and the American 
form of government. 

We of America need a new Declaration of Independence 
by the American Congress, — independence of any other 
branch of the government, consistent with the oath of the 
Congress to preserve, protect and defend the Constitution 
of the United States and if that oath means anything, it 
means that the Congress should exercise and be true to the 
obligations that it assumes in that oath, in accordance with 
the provisions of our Constitution. It was apprehension of 
just such dangers which I now cite, that caused Washington 
to cry out: “But let there be no change by usurpation, for 
it is the customary instrument by which free governments 
are destroyed.” 

From my State of New Hampshire came a great states- 
man whose words on the Constitution bear repetition tonight. 
I quote: “Other misfortunes may be borne and their effects 
overcome. If disastrous wars should sweep our commerce 
from the ocean, another generation will renew it; if they 
exhaust our treasury, future industries will replenish it, but, 
who can reconstruct the fabric of demolished government? 
Who can rear again the well-proportioned columns of Con- 
stitutional liberty? Who can frame together the skillful 
architecture which unites national sovereignty with state’s 
rights, individual security and public prosperity? No! If 
these columns fall, they will be raised not again.” 

Men and women of America, I plead with you. Think— 
think over those words of the immortal Webster. Individual 
rights have been cast to the wind under the present regime in 
power in our government. Only through the Congress can 
the people be saved. Constitutional liberty once lost is diffi- 
cult to regain. 

This is a fateful hour in the history of our nation. Com- 
mon honesty and integrity have been cast to the winds and 
the people are being deceived in a gigantic conspiracy to 
drive them into the war. We all should have a share in 
arriving at such a momentous decision as faces our nation. 


No one man—no one group of men—should be allowed to 
make the decision for us, only the people’s representatives 
in Congress, to whom the Constitution grants the sole power 
to declare war. A great fundamental precept of the Declara- 
tion of Independence is that Governments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. 

Tonight as we look across the seas at the old world, we 
see the lights of civilization being again extinguished in 
another chapter of the many wars which have devastated 
the peoples of Europe for generation after generation. We 
can characterize this war as Romain Rolland did the last: 
“A sacrilegious conflict which saw a maddened Europe 
ascending its funeral pyre and, like Hercules, destroying 
itself with its own hands.” 

Today, certain forces in our country, intrigues by inter- 
national interests, are bending their every effort to embroil 
us in the European holocaust, by ignoring the Constitutional 
prerogatives of the people’s representatives in the Congress, 
which body has the sole power to declare war. 

I ask you: Shall the American people be driven into that 
chaos by leaders in this country in violation of their solemn 
promises to the American people? 

Shall the American people lose to power-inebriated leaders 
in this country the individual rights which they now hold 
under the Constitution? 

Shall the American Congress be reduced to a supine group 
of fear-stricken, timid men as was the German Reichstag? 

Last November, the American people throughout the coun- 
try went to the polls with promises of peace still ringing in 
their ears. Both major parties had adopted strong and 
unequivocal peace planks. For months, Mr. Roosevelt and 
Mr. Willkie had been competing with each other in making 
more and more vigorous promises, more and more reassuring 
promises that the American people would not be driven into 
the European war. Mr. Roosevelt pledged this in the follow- 
ing words, I quote: “And while I am talking to you, fathers 
and mothers, I give you one more assurance. I have said this 
before, but I shall say it again, and again, and again, your 
sons are not going to be sent into any foreign wars.” 

In a voice vibrant with emotional appeal and with a ring 
of sincerity designed to win votes, Mr. Willkie said, I 
quote: “The battle of America is a battle for liberty. It 
belongs right here at home. I believe we should keep out of 
war at all hazards. We are being urged toward war by an 
administration which is alike careless in speech and in 
action.” When, after election those assurances were recalled 
to Mr. Willkie, he replied, quote: ““That was a bit of cam- 
paign oratory.” 

Has this nation sunk to the depths of degradation reached 
by the Stalin regime and other European powers? 

Can our people no longer listen to the words of our so- 
called statesmen with any confidence that they are speaking 
what is in their minds and hearts? 

Are we, like the European nations, to have a government 
of men and not of laws? 

Are we to be tricked and duped with impunity only to 
awaken like the Germans and the Russians to find that we 
are mere cogs in the wheel of government and no longer 
free individuals endowed with inalienable rights? 

Can the President and Mr. Willkie successfully jeopar- 
dize the well-being and the very lives of the American people, 
on the assurance of Lend-Lease Administrator Harry Hop- 
kins that “The people are too damned dumb to know what 
it is all about”? 

Shame on any man, whether he be the President, whether 
he be counsel for the motion picture industry, or whether 
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he be a Communist office-holder in an administrative depart- 
ment of our government—shame on any man who would 
deliberately deceive the plain people of America on a matter 
which means life and death to them. 

Administration spokesmen are criticizing the majority of 
the people because they are not united for war in Europe. 
National unity is much to be desired but you can’t have 
national unity by deceiving the people or by going against 
the will of the people. 

Fellow Arsericans, we can achieve national unity over- 
night if the President by action and words would adhere to 
the will of the people by announcing and carrying through a 
program for national defense—a defense policy to make the 
United States so strong that no nation or combination of 
nations would dare attempt to set foot in the Western 
Hemisphere—we could have national unity overnight if the 
Administration would return to the principles of America 
for America, with no entangling alliances with any of the 
European nations. 

We can all be united for a defense program but that does 
not mean that we should forfeit our independence, our 
‘American destiny” by becoming embroiled in the inter- 
minable and incessant wars of Europe, Asia and Africa. 
We tried that once and we reaped nothing but ingratitude 
and tears and casualty lists—we reaped nothing but over- 
crowded institutions for mental cases, crushing indebtedness, 
and years of depression, to be followed by an era of oppres- 
sion. We fought “to make the world safe for democracy” 
and we accomplished nothing but to make it ripe for Nazism, 
Fascism and Communism. 

Europe has always been engaged in wars, and it will not 
cease to be a cesspool of bloody ventures until it has spent 
its hatreds, its passions, its greeds, and until it has learned 
the principles of the Prince of Peace, that those who live by 
the sword shall perish by the sword. 

History has proven that America cannot ally herself with 
any nation in war with any assurance that her decision of 
the moment is a wise one. Our boys died on the battlefields 
to defeat the Kaiser, but after the war Woodrow Wilson 
went to Europe to arrange the peace and came back a dis- 
illusioned man. In the “Genesis of the World War” by 
Harry Elmer Barnes, Professor of Historical Sociology at 
Smith College, we read the following: 

“Perhaps the best ‘epitaph’ on the whole episode of Amer- 
ica and the World War and the finest proof of the futility 
of intervention, is contained in the Statement of Mr. Wilson 
to James Kerney on December 7, 1923, relative to the policy 
of Poincare—'I should like to see Germany clean up France, 
and I should like to see Jusserand and tell him so to his 
face’.”” 

He knew that the peace terms of that war could result 
in nothing but a greater war to come. 

Only a short time ago, we were helping Finland against 
Russia. Today, we are sending munitions to Russia which 
will be used to bomb Finland. Today we would ally our- 
selves with Russia in her war with Germany, but it is pos- 
sible that ten years from now we might ally ourselves with 
Germany to halt the menace of Communism sweeping 
Europe. ; 

Why spend the lives of our richest blood on the battle- 
fields of Europe or, such uncertain and impermanent ventures. 
Why not take a lesson from history and from our experiences 
and follow the wisdom of the father of our nation, in his 
advice against entangling alliances? 

But there are those who say: But what are we going to 
do te stop Hitler? These people are divided into two groups. 


One is the group of those who use this fear propaganda 
because they have selfish motives for getting us into the war, 
and are willing to use any pretext to get us in. Take for 
example the group in the motion picture industry which has 
control of one of the greatest instruments of propaganda in 
the country. It has been advised that the motion picture 
industry has millions of dollars owed to it by British motion 
picture interests. It is obvious that they have a reason for 
wanting us to get into the war. Million-dollar investments 
must be protected. 

There are those in another group, however, who have a 
sincere and honest apprehension that Hitler can conquer the 
world. My answer to that is that Hitler has built up so 
many hates in Europe, that he will never be able to untangle 
the potential Fifth Column against him, which exists 
throughout the continent, should he live a thousand years. 

Each new conquest—each new country he invades—only 
weakens him and hastens his downfall. He cannot turn his 
back on the people of Europe and Russia and seriously 
threaten the United States either militarily or economically. 
No less an authority than Bernard Baruch has testified that 
even though Hitler should win a technical military victory 
in Europe, Germany, and not the United States, would be 
the loser of the economic campaign for world trade. 

Let those who sincerely fear invasion by Hitler listen to 
the considered judgment of Lt. Col. Thomas R. Phillips of 
the General Staff Corps of the United States Army. I 
quote: “Even if the United States had no harbor defenses, 
it would be impregnable to invasion. And this still would 
be true if our navy were inferior to that of an invading 
power. .. . The bomber has made the American coast im- 
pregnable to invasion.” 

And yet, despite this, there are those who are bent on 
getting us into the war, even by the twisting of the true 
meaning of freedom of the seas. Let me tell you something 
about that. 

Freedom of the seas does not mean that one nation can 
send ships laden with contraband to a warring nation with- 
out accepting the risk of their being sunk by that nation’s 
enemies. As a matter of fact, Great Britain will not allow 
American vessels to carry food to the stricken peoples of 
Europe. Let a group in this country try to ship food to the 
starving Greeks or to ship medicine to our friends in Fin- 
land, and see what happens. Let it be remembered that the 
American merchant ship “Steel Seafarer” which was sunk 
in the Red Sea was loaded with contraband of war at least 
12,000 miles from our shores. 

Let those who urge us to go to war to uphold the doctrine 
of freedom of the seas, be honest in discussing this subject. 
The American people are not children. They know what 
contraband .is, and they know that so long as Britain refuses 
to allow the United States to ship food to the starving 
peoples of Europe, there is no such thing as freedom of the 
seas. 

We have one clear duty, to build up our army and 
our navy and our military production with unceasing de- 
termination, and thereby demonstrate to Hitler that any 
attempted invasion of the Western Hemisphere is out of 
the question. 

Bear in mind that after the war is over Europe will be 
filled with depraved minds and starving bodies, and the 
seeds of Communism will find fertile soil and insure its 
growth. The Russian doctrines will over-ride Europe and 
the pressure of that propaganda upon our own 'nation will 
be tremendous. By building up our economic strength, by 
building up our productive capacity and by making the four 
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freedoms a reality in our home country we will be better 
able to withstand this menace, both militarily and politically, 
than we would if we were to throw our all into the death 
struggle of Europe. 

There is a deadly conspiracy to get us into the war, but it 
is not too late to make that conspiracy an unsuccessful one. 

Two well-known columnists, Mr. Alsop and Mr. Kintner, 
have received appointments in the United States Navy. One 
of them is a cousin of Franklin Roosevelt. On June 4th 
they frankly stated in their syndicated column that the 
President and the men around him hoped that the Atlantic 
patrol would result in an incident which could be used as 
an excuse for taking this country into war. That was ex- 
pert testimony but the sinkings have not been fast enough, 
and now orders have been issued which are expected to 
produce more incidents. Congress is being by-passed. Con- 
gress, which has the sole power to declare war, has been 
eliminated in the matter. Congress will come back and 
exercise its prerogatives only if the people demand of the 
individual members the courage that is so greatly lacking 
today. 

If those who are seeking an incident to involve our nation 
as a shooting participant in the European War are successful 
what lies ahead of us? What price war? 

A debt unprecedented, so staggering in its magnitude as 
to make inevitable inflation, the impairment of savings, life 
insurance, and annuities; the crippling of trust funds, edu- 
cational and charitable institutions, and the repudiation of a 
large part of our national debt; a depression in industry 
and finance which will make the depression of 1931 and 
1932 seem mild in comparison; the sacrifice of millions of 
lives of young American manhood and, what is even worse, 
a tragic harvest of mentally incapacitated men, broken- 
hearted mothers and fathers and families. 

We will lose our democratic way of life, the liberties and 


freedoms vouchsafed us in this Constitution we pay tribute 
to tonight, while in their place there will arise same fascist 
or communistic form of government. 

What a heritage for our children! And, in the long years 
of aftermath of the hell of it all, those of us still living will 
turn back in retrospection to these days, and the youth of that 
day will turn and ask us why we permitted the warmongers 
of 1941 to push this nation into the maelstrom of European 
intrigue and selfishness. 

Wake up America! The hour is late! The danger is 
acute. 

Demand that there shall be no waging of war by Execu- 
tive decree, but only by the considered action of the one 
branch of our government empowered to declare war by the 
Constitution; the people’s representatives, the Congress of 
the United States. Article I Section 8 of our Constitution 
has not been repealed. 

So, on this anniversary, when we turn our minds to that 
sacred document, the Constitution, which has been handed 
down to us by the fathers, on this day when our individual 
liberty and the welfare of our nation is at stake, let us give 
solemn thought to the words of former Chief Justice 
Hughes, who at the 150th Anniversary of the Congress 
said, “But in the great enterprise of making democracy work- 
able, we are all partners. One member of our body politic 
cannot say to another: ‘I have no need of thee.’ We work in 
successful cooperation by being true, each department to 
its own functions, and all to the spirit which pervades our 
institutions ; exalting the processes of reason, seeking through 
the very limitations of power the promotion of the wise 
use of power, and finding the ultimate security of life, liberty 
and the pursuit of happiness, and the promise of continued 
stability and a rational progress, in the good sense of the 
American people.” 

To that good sense we appeal tonight. 


The World of Tomorrow 


WE MUST HAVE A REVITALIZED REPUBLIC 


By THOMAS E. DEWEY, District Attorney of New York County 


Delivered in opening the 1941 Williamstown Institute of Human Relations at Williams College, 
Williamstown, Mass., August 24, 1941 


ing this year’s Institute of Human Relations under 

the auspices of the National Conference of Christians 
and Jews. As a member of the National Conference I have 
long been proud of its distinguished work for the cause of 
religious freedom and against intolerance and bigotry. 

Freedom of worship is guaranteed under our Constitution. 
Yet too often people act as though members of other faiths 
do not share their rights. Let me cite one outstanding 
example of the work of the Conference. 

Not long ago organizers of a Fascist organization en- 
tered a mid-western city not far from where I was born and 
raised. These are no times to mince words. They belonged 
to the “Silver Shirts’ —an organization with many branches 
in this country. Local representatives of the National Con- 
ference of Christians and Jews took action immediately. 
Religious leaders met and adopted a resolution condemning 
the “Silver Shirts” and all their efforts to arouse racial 
hatreds. The following day two bishops denounced the in- 


ADIES and Gentlemen: I am happy to join in open- 


vasion. Leaders of education, labor, business, the press and 
the radio all joined in warning the public of the threat to 
the community. The “Silver Shirt” organizers left town. 

No rights were denied. No one was subjected to violence. 
In the words of Dr. Clinchy, the president of the Con- 
ference, the “hate salesmen soon found they were in un- 
profitable territory.” The duty of using our free speech 
and free press to combat those who would pervert free 
speech had been effectively performed. 

This is only one out of hundreds of similar cases. The 
National Conference serves constantly to remind us that 
with every right there goes a duty—that every time we 
neglect a duty we stand to lose a right. This is a reality 
which is fundamental in the world we want to live in. 

But in order even to discuss the world of tomorrow, we 
must recognize that our words will have no value and our 
hopes will be empty unless there is a defeat of the forces 
of aggression. That defeat may come quickly or it may be 
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long delayed. It will not come without sacrifice and unified 
desire to bring it about. 

Assuming as we must and praying as we do that the 
world of tomorrow shall be one in which reason and integrity 
prevail and aggression and force will have no place, what 
kind of a world do we want it to be? Certainly with the 
rights of self-government restored to other nations in the 
world, we in America will have a deep concern with the 
mode of life and with the quality of the government under 
which we live. 

Uppermost in the minds of all is the continuous improve- 
ment of the lot of all our people. We must resume our long 
delayed progress in the production and distribution of goods. 
This must be done with greater fairness. It must be done 
so as broadly to insure individual employment and security. 

But if these were the only objectives, then our principal 
quarrel with dictatorship would be a mere quibble over 
methods. For the dictators claim to seek these objectives, too. 

It is the proud boast of Fascism that it has made the 
trains run on time. The Nazis claim they get more square 
vards of cloth from a given productive unit. Moreover, it 
is their claim that they have achieved the perfect dead level 
of equal distribution of the products of labor. 

The purposes of a free people include industrial and 
scientific advances. But with these we merely start. We are 
concerned equally with the cultural and spiritual freedoms 
which the totalitarians deny. We are even more concerned 
with the science of representative government, with the 
dignity of the individual and with art of living together 
in mutual respect. 

In the world of tomorrow I should like to live in a 
revitalized republic. How shall we create this new vitality 
in our system ? 

First. I should like to see every American live his daily 
life alert to the fact that our fundamental freedoms cannot 
be taken for granted. The great dangér we face is that we 
become too complacent and smug. Men pay lip service to 
freedom of religion and yet despise others who do not share 
their religious beliefs. Many enjoy political freedom and 
yet distrust the man who holds a different political faith. 
Equality of race and color are fundamental with us and 
yet in daily action equality is denied. 

I want to see an America in which every citizen recognizes 
that only he can guard his own freedoms—that these free- 
doms must be reborn in each generation, lest they die. 

Second: I should like to see a rebirth of the American 
system of checks and balances in government. Leadership 
is properly expected of every executive—federal, state and 
local. Such leadership may well increase in importance in a 
complicated society. So, too, will there be increased danger 
of headstrong or oppressive action. Thus, it is not less but 
more imperative that we revitalize the independence of the 
legislatures and the courts. Our government was devised for 
the protection of minorities and to prevent the destruction of 
liberties or rights by temporary majorities. To preserve these 
guarantees of freedom, we must strengthen the quality and 
independence of each of the three separate branches of 
government. 

Third: I should like to see the day when men of ability 
and experience are expected, as a matter of duty, to enter 
actively in public life. The science of government is highly 
complicated. We cannot afford incompetence in any branch. 
Governmental regulation of our economic life has increased 
greatly and will probably continue to increase in the highly 
complex world into which we are moving. And still the 


ablest men from business, labor, agriculture, education and 
other fields are rarely found in public positions of importance 
except during a temporary period of crisis. The people of 
this country, aware of the difficulty of their problems, will 
elect able men if given an opportunity. Moreover, they will 
applaud and support any administration which appoints such 
men to administrative and judicial posts. 

Fourth: I should like to see governmental administration 
become a principal subject of education in our high schools, 
colleges and universities. 

Experience shows that we get a cross-section of the nation 
in our institutions of learning. If government will do its 
part by appointing trained men and women from such in- 
stitutions, business, labor and agriculture will send their best 
men for training. 

Fifth: I should like to see all management finally recog- 
nize the self-evident truth that free men have a right to 
bargain collectively through agents of their own choosing. 
We can then move into a period where labor and manage- 
ment will adjust their differences with an intelligent realiza- 
tion that the problems of each are the problems of the other. 
Neither can exist without the other. Neither can make prog- 
ress at the expense of the other. Labor and management 
may well now turn their attention to a study of the prob- 
lems of each other. In this field there is already a beginning. 
One great union in New York City today conducts a school 
in economics and industrial relations from which it chooses 
its representatives. At Youngstown College in Ohio, a 
broad effort is now under way to develop training in labor 
relations for the representatives of both management and 
labor. These are pioneer efforts in an uncharted field through 
which we may hope to achieve some of the mutual under- 
standings essential to the world in which we wish to live. 

Sixth: I should like to see the day when religion re- 
asserts its leadership as a living force in the moral values 
of the nation. Our form of government was devised on 
principles flowing from deep religious conviction. Every 
essential of our system—every essential of any free society 
springs from the concepts of morality, family life and duties 
and faith in the Fatherhood of God and the brotherhood 
of man. Each of these is denied by the purely materialistic 
philosophies of totalitarianism. From the religious faith of a 
people springs the essential faith in the right and concern 
for the well-being of our fellow men. 

Seventh: I should like to see the day when every citizen 
regards himself as a part of the nation itself and not as a 
part of any pressure group. Too many Americans today feel 
they discharge their duty of citizenship when they attend 
the meetings of their trade association, labor union or farm 
organization. Responsible government cannct be preserved 
by citizens who shift their burdens to the shoulders of an 
executive secretary or a lobbyist. We are all producers and 
we are all consumers. There is no special group which can 
survive at the expense of the community. 

It is the first article of our national faith that the unit of 
value in human life is the individual himself. Our political 
and social institutions are not ends in themselves; they are 
the means to promote the healthy growth of individual 
character. 

Only by a respect for the rights of every other individual 
can we protect our own rights. Only by the vigilant exer- 
cise of the duty of citizenship can we protect the state 
which serves us. Our freedom has flourished because it is 
the common prize of all of us. Any weakening of the rights 
of any is a blow to the rights of all. We shall have our 
freedom so long as we are all free! 
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Lessons of Military History 


OUR ARMY AND MODERN WARFARE 


By COL. ROBT. R. McCORMICK, Editor and Publisher of the Chicago Tribune; on Gen. Pershing’s AEF Staff and 
Authority on Military Affairs 
Delivered over Station WGN, Chicago, September 6, 1941 


HEN I began these talks no more than a year ago, 
W my real purpose was to make myself one of the 
workers on WGN, so that I could understand the 
other workers and they could understand me. The last 
thing in my mind or in anybody’s mind was that I would 
make a musical contribution to the program as I did tonight. 

The Preobraschenski regiment, one of the oldest Russian 
regiments, was in the war in 1915 and for some weeks I was 
its guest in the bloody battle of Warsaw. Every day some 
of my friends were killed or wounded. But the battle on our 
part of the front was successful. Afterward, between the 
war and the revolution, the regiment was practically exter- 
minated. I don’t know of any single living member of that 
regiment that I knew 26 years ago. 

Those of us who have been thru the horrors of war and 
revolution are not easily aroused to excitement. Now, ap- 
parently, a bloodier battle is going on, but what aspect it 
may be taking I don’t know. There are no American news- 
paper men in either army, nor any American military at- 
tachés. All we receive are the official government com- 
muniques and they are, of course, utterly untrustworthy. 

Turning from the horrors of war to the science of war: 
I spoke last week on the development of the military art 
from the beginning about up to the time of the coming of 
gunpowder. Gunpowder first came in the form of cannon 
at the battle of Crécy to scare the French forces. But for a 
long time almost its only use was in the reduction of forti- 
fications. 

Back in the days when horsemen predominated, obviously 
they were not very good at capturing cities behind stone 
walls—horses couldn’t jump high enough. Going way back, 
cities were practically safe before the coming of the Romans. 
The Roman engineers could take them, but the medieval 
horsemen could not. When cannon came in, they beat down 
the walls and this changed not only the aspects of war, but, 
of course, the entire political form of life and civilization. 

The first great artillery officer was the earl of Warwick, 
known as the “kingmaker” in England. He was the first 
man to have an artillery park of his own. His army and 
his opponent’s army, being about equal in all other forms 
of warfare, the artillery tipped the scales, and he won battle 
after battle, changing the dynasties in England « »> way and 
another, until finally, like most military geniuses, he went 
to the well once too often and was broken. 

After Warwick there was very little development in ar- 
tillery in the open field until King Gustavus Adolphus of 
Sweden. Before him in the Thirty Years’ war, Austria had 
dominated. Austria had two great generals; one was named 
Tilly, and the other Wallenstein. 

Wallenstein commanded the Austrian army at the battle 
of Liitzen, and he knew all that anybody knew about the 
art of war up to that day. He had his troops drawn up on 
top of a hill; he had the sun behind him; he had the wind 
behind him; he thought he was unbeatable. And then the 
new light cannon of the Swedes were brought forward be- 
yond the range of Austrian pieces, and calmly shot the Aus- 


trians down. They had no maneuver to counter that, fell in 
confusion, and were defeated. 

Cannon gradually improved, taking a more and more im- 
portant part in war, and reached their apex under a French- 
man named Senarmont, a general of Napoleon, who developed 
the art of massing cannon side by side so that they absolutely 
blasted the enemy off the face of the earth. Senarmont was 
killed, but Napoleon learned his tactics and carried them 
out to the end of his career. 

There was a time, I told you last week, when bowmen 
dominated the battlefield. They were put together in com- 
pact masses of archers, firing their arrows in a eadly shower. 
They were finally driven out by the horsemen, and when the 
muskets came in they came a few at a time, mixed in with 
the spearmen. 

Now in the art of war, the Greeks never got beyond the 
spear, with just a short point on it. In the Middle Ages 
pikes were developed, and then halberds. Halberds were 
spears but also had axes on them so they could strike down. 
They had hooks on them so they could pull a man off a 
horse and the muskets were scattered in among them to fire 
after the halberds had stopped the cavalry charges. 

Little by little more and more muskets were put in the 
infantry and less and less halberds or pikes. Finally, in the 
great English civil war, General Monk abandoned the pikes 
entirely, and armed his infantry only with muskets. His 
muskets were very clumsy. It took a great many of them to 
keep up a sustained fire. 

Charles XII. of Sweden ranked his men 12 or 16 ranks 
deep with muskets so there always would be some left with 
loaded muskets, while others were going thru the cumber- 
some method of reloading. 

When we come down to the time of our own Revolution- 
ary war, the Austrian army was lined up four ranks deep, 
but Frederick of Prussia, known as Frederick the Great, was 
able to reduce the number of ranks in his army to three 
ranks deep. He was able to do this because, instead of using 
wooden ramrods, which had to be used carefully not to 
break them, he gave his men iron ramrods. 

That simple expedient was one of the greatest develop- 
ments in the art of war. Frederick was a man of extra- 
ordinary qualities. The first thing he did as a soldier was 
to run away from the battlefield at the age of 29. Then for 
another 20 or so years, he was unbeatable on the battlefield. 

He left behind him a book of instructions for generals 
which you can read in an hour, one of the most important 
books in military science, and incidentally anc unmistakably, 
the first written doctrine that we now call Nazism. 

After Frederick, the great general was Napoleon, sup- 
posed to be the greatest general who ever lived. Napoleon 
was a great student. He tried everything that had been 
written by all the other great generals of history, mastered 
it, and used their methods better than they had ever used 
them. 

But he was not an original man. The massing of artillery, 
as I said, was created by his general, Senarmont. 
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His final opponent, the Duke of Wellington, was an origi- 
nal man, and muskets having been improved still further, he 


reduced the depth of his infantry line to two lines so that, ° 


with the same number of men, you can see that his line was 
half again as long as Napoleon’s line. 

By such simple things as these the immutable rules of war- 
fare are revolutionized. At this time there came into ex- 
istence, I suppose, the supreme soldier of all history, the 
American frontiersman. He depended upon his rifle for his 
food; therefore he was an accurate shot. He had a hard 
time getting supplies; therefore he husbanded them. He had 
to march long distances for his daily existence. He had to 
fight with the savages in forest warfare. Wherever the 
American frontiersman came into battle, he was supreme. 

Our regular troops in the Revolutionary war were cer- 
tainly no more than a match for the British regular troops. 
But our frontiersmen exterminated their opponents whenever 
they met, notably at Freeman’s farm, at King’s mountain, at 
Cowpens. And again, in the War of 1812, at the battle of 
New Orleans. 

After Napoleon, his battles were written up by a horde of 
pedants who didn’t understand him. They made into rules 
everything that Napoleon did wrong. For instance, the three 
rank tine of infantry, and the attack in heavy columns which 
Wellington had defeated. 

A man of very inferior intelligence, a Swiss, wrote up 
strategic rules, and these in turn were translated by an 
American of inferior intellect named Halleck. And under 
these rules, the army of the Potomac, which was a well 
trained army of the Civil war, was utterly unable to do any- 
thing. 

On the other hand, however—on the northern side in the 
west, and in the south—the frontier spirit still prevailed. 
They fought their own way. The southern troops always 
beat the army of the Potomac and western troops had to 
be taken east before the Civil war was won. 

The same thing took place in Europe. The Crimean war 
and the Franco-Prussian war were fought on lines entirely 
outdated. 

But in our Civil war, great innovations took place. General 
Grant used steamboais on the rivers, much as tanks have been 
used in the last 25 years, to outflank his opponents. Long- 
street’s corps was transferred from the army of Virginia to 
‘Tennessee to win the battle of Chickamauga. I suppose the 
‘ credit is due to President Davis. 

General Grant used the railroads to move the army of 
the James to cut off General Lee’s retreat at Appomattox. 

But the strangest thing in this war—and I think it’s the 
only incident of its kind in all of history—was Sherman’s 
march to the sea. I have never seen a book that did not in- 
struct the commander to fight the enemy in front of him. 
General Sherman turned his back upon his enemy, and 
marched to Savannah in one of the most effective campaigns 
in the history of the world, and the most original one. 

The Boer war brought in smokeless powder, or rather 
smokeless powder had been in for some time but was used 
for the first time in the Boér war. Again, too, we have the 
frontiersman element. The sharpshooting Boers—with their 
smokeless powder, their long range rifles, firing in a country 
almost devoid of cover, and the utmost clearness of light— 
sometimes won their battles five to six to eight hundred yards 
away from their enemy, who could not approach them. 

When the World war came on the generals were far be- 
hind their weapons. By that time machine guns and rapid 
fire cannon were coming in, but the generals tried to man- 
euver as their forbears had done in the days of flintlocks and 
black smoke. The consequence was that their troops were 


mowed down by the thousands. It became a siege which 
was partly broken by the introduction of tanks, an English 
adaptation of an American machine. But the generals were 
so unwilling to accept the new weapon that they never used 
it to its full effect. 

There were some new things brought into that war, how- 
ever. At Tannenberg in 1918, a German general named Von 
Francois succeeded in getting in the rear of the Russian 
army, and in laying out a long thin line of fortified in- 
fantrymen. He proved that troops engaged in front in 
serious battle, once they were cut off in the rear, became 
practically helpless. 

In 1918, by the use of infantry tactics known as infiltra- 
tion, the Germans almost broke thru our lines in France. 
The consequence was that when they were stopped, their 
lines were in the form of a bulge, called a salient. I wrote 
about this 21 years ago as follows: 

“Salients have been well recognized weak points for the 
reason that the adversary could concentrate a heavy fire upon 
them from several directions and confuse the defenders by 
simultaneous attacks on the different fronts. 

“In the early part of this war (that is, in the war of 
1917), altho ranges had increased enormously, the length 
of fronts had increased in greater proportion; and many 
salients were created and held v.ith impunity. However, by 
the spring of 1918 the Allies had armed themselves with a 
great number of mobile guns, ranging nearly 20,000 meters. 
With these they would surround a salient. The divisional 
artillery fired at extreme range. From there on, the 155 mm. 
longs took up the mission. A small semicircle, which the 
longs could not reach, was attacked with special cannon of 
still greater range, and with aerial bombardment. 

“Nowhere in the salient was there safety or rest for the 
Germans. Advancing to the front or returning to rest, they 
were compelled to pass over mile after mile of road sub- 
ject to artillery fire. General Hindenburg and General Lu- 
dendorff were far to the rear, and did not know the ordeal 
thru which their troops were passing, the ordeal which re- 
duced them finally to surrender.” 

But the German generals of today were in those salients, 
and they learned from them some of the tactics they are 
now using. During the war our general, William Mitchell, 
my old friend, devised a theory of landing troops back of the 
enemy’s lines with parachutes. 

But our old generals couldn’t see it. Shortly after the war 
in England, I saw airplanes built for the British Indian army 
to carry air infantry. Not so long after that, Major Al Wil- 
liams, an American, invented dive bombing, and about the 
same period Brigadier-General John T. Thompson, a retired 
army officer, invented the hand machine gun. Then Walter 
Christie, also an American, devised the modern tank. 

Now let’s see how the German successes have been achieved 
in the present war. First they had an air reconnaissance 
where men flew over the opposing lines and saw everything 
that was going on. Then came the attack. First the dive 
bombers, invented by the American, Williams. Then the 
parachutists, devised by the American, Mitchell. And the 
air infantry, devised by the British Indian army. Then the 
tanks, product of American and British ingenuity, were used 
to the fullest extent, accompanied by the infantry tactics of 
infiltration of German origin and assisted by the Tommy 
gun of Thompson. Then when the penetrations had been 
made, came the surrounding tactics of Von Francois. 

Those are the tactics which have won all these many 
victories. All have been well known for many years. The 
Germans’ opponents used not one of these tactics. In all 
the other armies officers did not come into positions of 
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authority until they were approaching the age of retire- 
ment. There was no future ahead of them. There was no 
incentive for them to go on. 

They were old men, merely wanting to enjoy the high 
rank they had achieved for the little time that remained to 
them. And the saddest thing of all, the one young arm of the 
service—aviation—went astray on an utterly erroneous 
theory—the theory of the Italian General Douhet. 

He evolved the theory that ground troops were no longer 
necessary ; that aviation could fly over the ground troops and 
bomb the factories and civilians in the rear. That is what 
the British aviation was doing while their armies were being 
destroyed in Flanders. 

Now in America today we are making rather small efforts 
to get rid of the old men, and our ground troops are trying 
to learn modern warfare. But as to our aviation, I must 
read from a recent newspaper: 

“No bombardment or attack aviation will be available for 
the use of the 2nd army in the new and vital phase of its 
maneuvers. The air force assigned consists of 52 observation 
planes, most of which were outmoded months ago by rapid 
advances in European fighting craft since the war began. 

“Just how the troops are to be trained in modern warfare 
when the bombardment and attack aviation so vital to them 
are missing, is a matter for conjecture. Even the lone squad- 


ron of 13 dive bombing planes which took part in the pre- 
ceding phase of the maneuvers was ordered back to its base 
at Savannah, Georgia, last Thursday. An officer says 360 
planes is the minimum required by the 2nd army for light 
operations in this phase of the operation. It only has 52.” 

Are we to conclude from this, even after the lessons of 
Poland, of Norway, of Flanders, of France, of Serbia, of 
Greece, and of Crete, that our aviation still clings to the 
fatal Douhet theory? It is terrible to contemplate. 

Are we to think that the relations between the ground 
troops and the aviation still are so bad that aviation will not 
cooperate with the ground troops? That would be even 
worse. But this r-uch is certain: 

If the ground troops are not maneuvered in the presence 
of enemy aviation they will never learn to take cover, and 
without that knowledge, they will be lost. 

If they are maneuvered without the assistance of friendly 
aviation, they will never know how to attack in modern war 
and they will be lost a second time. 

If aviation does not maneuver with ground troops it will 
not know how to act with them if called upon, and we are 
three times lost. 

It is sad to think that a year after conscription the army 
has not yet begun to learn how to conduct itself in modern 
war. 


The Greatest Test in Our History 


WiLL DEMOCRACY AND FREE ENTERPRISE SURVIVE? 


By J. MELBOURNE SHORTLIFFE, Professor of Economics, Colgate University 
Radio Talk, W.G. Y., “Farm Forum”, August 22, 1941 


HIS brief talk will undertake to give a simple, gen- 

eral description of ‘““The American economic way,” 

as it has been, in peacetime, and to suggest a problem 
that will require our best thought and attitude and effort 
when the present emergency shall have passed. It will not 
deal with the present wartime situation. 

Until the latter part of the nineteenth century, the Ameri- 
can economic way was that of free private enterprise. There 
were exceptions; but, characteristically, reliance was upon 
private incentive, private initiative, and private decisions 
concerning what to produce and how much, with prices 
determined by the forces in the market place. It was a system 
of individual freedom, with control by the forces of the 
market, known as economic laws. 

That, in general, was the American economic way under 
which our vast national development took place during the 
nineteenth century. The emphasis was upon the development 
of our resources and the production of more goods to raise 
the standard of living of our people. In general, we were 
not afraid of producing too much. The problem was to 
produce enough. Even critics admit that, under this system, 
we achieved marked progress, not only in material standards 
of living, but also in education and the amenities of life. 

Recently, the picture has changed, materially. Though 
private ownership of business is still the rule, there has been 
a marked increase in government ownership, especially by the 
national government; and, what to many persons is an alarm- 
ing increase in the regulation of private business. Large 
volumes have been written describing the extent and charac- 
ter of these two types of governmental economic activity in 
our day. 


The national government owns and operates railroads, 
inland water transportation systems, and a merchant marine ; 
it owns and operates power plants, and distributes power ; 
it is in the banking business and the insurance business; it 
is in housing, and many other industries. 

In the case of government regulation of private business, 
the instances are numerous and well known. Time does not 
even permit enumeration. 

What does seem to require attention, not only at this: 
moment, but in the time to come, are the purpose and the 
theory of much—though not all—of this increasing program 
of regulation. Some of these regulations, for example, those: 
concerning the issue and marketing of corporate securities, 
are such as to establish standards for competition, and so to. 
enable it to work, rather than to prevent it. They do not 
aim nor operate to produce scarcity nor to fix prices. 

But much of the current regulation is in direct conflict 
with the object and theory of free private enterprise. The 
present object is not to encourage, nor to make possible, the 
fullest use of our resources, nor maximum production of 
goods and services at lowest possible costs and prices, but, 
rather, to decrease production and the offering of goods in 
the market, and, in some cases, to subsidize inefficient produc- 
tion, and, in both kinds of cases, to make prices high. The 
government determines the amount of production, and, 
directly or indirectly, fixes the prices at which the products 
shall be offered to consumers. This is done for the benefit 
of special groups of producers. 

The “new” thing about this rule by special groups for 
special groups, by the use of political power, is the extensive 
increase in its application. It is not now in use, in purpose,, 
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nor in theory. The object now, as in the past, is to enable 
selected special groups of producers, by the aid of political 
power, to obtain a larger share of the national income than 
they could get under the forces of the marketplace. It re- 
presents now, as formerly, a revolt against competition and 
the operation of free private enterprise. It represents now, 
as it did then, the theory that our people are better off with 
fewer goods and higher prices than with more goods and 
lower prices. In theory, purpose, and effect it is now, as it 
always has been, the antithesis of free private enterprise. The 
new thing about it is that it has become a major feature of 
our system, rather than a minor exception, and that the 
former policy of favors to business is now extended to labor 
and agriculture. 

This situation is alarming to those who wish to preserve, 
or to restore, the substance of the system of free private 
enterprise. They recognize that serious and intolerable situ- 
ations have developed within the system; but believe that 
these situations have been the result, in part, of incidental 
weaknesses of the system, which ‘might be mitigated or re- 
moved, and, in part, the result of abuses by special-interest 
groups, with or without aid of government, rather than the 
result of inherent weakness of the system. They think that 
competition is the remedy for the one admitted inherent 
weakness, namely, the tendency of individuals, in some cases, 
to seek their own benefit in ways injurious to the general 
welfare. 

These people believe that it is the function of government, 
in the economic field, to see that the conditions favorable to 
competition are maintained, in all but the so-called natural 
monopolies—the public utilities; to regulate the public utility 
monopolies; and to supplement private industry with govern- 
ment industry in fields that are socially desirable but not 
financially profitable, such as education. They hold that 
limiting production, fixing prices, and subsidizing inefficiency 
are not adequate as a permanent policy, whatever may be 
said for it as a temporary make-shift. Indeed, they hold that 
the more successful the policy of scarcity and high prices 
the worse off is the community. On the other hand, they 
hold, the more successful the system of competitive free 
private enterprise the better off is the community, because 
its results are maximum production and lowest costs and 
prices. ‘They, therefore, believe that this system should be 





The Right to Work 





encouraged and every effort made to retain it, so far as 
practicable, instead of assisting those interests which momen- 
tarily profit by making goods scarce and prices high. 

What of the future? It is the opinion of informed and 
thoughtful persons that combinations and pressure groups, 
operating against the general welfare, are doomed to go. 
Such persons believe that combinations and pressure groups, 
with or without the aid of government, have already substan- 
tially restricted democracy and free private enterprise in 
this country. They fear that, if this trend continues, we 
shall have a situation, such as has appeared in other countries, 
in which democracy cannot function because of internal 
conflicts; and that, here, as elsewhere, such a situation will 
give rise to dictatorship. 

It is not a pleasing prospect, for those who have faith in 
the principles and the objectives of democracy and free 
private enterprise. It subjects us to the greatest test in our 
history—whether we shall prove capable of making a success 
of our experiment with democracy and freedom and the in- 
centive of the individual, under control by his fellows, to 
render his maximum service in return for a like service from 
his fellows. Shall we honor and justify the “faith of our 
fathers”? Or are we destined, even by use of our democratic 
political machinery to wreck our magnificent experiment on 
the hard rocks of uncontrolled but controlling groups con- 
cerned only with getting what they can while it lasts? 

The answer rests with our people. If they are misguided 
and misunderstand the inner nature of our system, and blame 
it for ills for which it is not itself to blame, they are likely 
to run after doctrines and policies and programs opposed to 
“The American Way” as of yesterday, as, indeed, some of 
them have done already. 

Our people need to be educated in the real possibilities of 
democracy and free enterprise, and in the very real dangers 
of the alternative systems. Only then, perhaps, will our 
people permit the democratic political machinery to be used 
to permit and enable free private enterprise to work accord- 
ing to its own principles. Without that, “The American 
Way” of the future is quite likely to be the antithesis of 
“The American Way” of the past. 

Important as it is that Hitler be defeated in this war, 
from the point of view of ““The American Way” to conquer 
Hitler will not be enough. We must conquer ourselves. 





WE ARE NOW IN THE HANDS OF A SUPER-GOVERNMENT OF LABOR ORGANIZATIONS 
By EARL HARDING, Member, Public Relations Committee, National Association of Manufacturers 


HE temper of public opinion, if not our collective 
conscience and common sense, bids us concern our- 
selves more with the delays in procuring planes, tanks, 

guns and training to defend the America that is ours, and 

less with blue prints of a hoped-for future. 

Blueprints, if drawn in historical perspective, will no 
doubt serve their purpose in good time. I appreciate the 
privilege of being an onlcoker as architects of a better world 
offer their blueprints. But may I express the hope that 
public attention may be focused by this forum on uniting 
to save the present rather than dividing to plan the future. 

For we have a heritage worth saving. And only by 
uniting to save it now can we insure our right to influence 
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in the future the pattern of a free society which we hope to 
preserve. 

The most valuable of all the freedoms we have to defend 
is our right to work. For the right to work is the right to 
live, the right to pursue happiness and garner its fruits. 

What will freedom of speech avail if denial of the right 
to work deprives you of the right to earn the food that gives 
you the strength to speak? 

What power will turn the wheels of a free press if the 
right to work in order to live is denied? 

Protection of the right to work was wrested from King 
John by Magna Carta. It was won at the point of sword 
and spear, not reclaimed as new by bayonets. It guaranteed 
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that no man should be deprived of his means of livelihood. 
The tools of the worker were exempted from seizure by any 
process of law. And the decisions of English courts sustained 
that principle through the centuries and handed it down in 
the common law to become the foundation of our basic law. 

In a free society the “right to work” means the right 
of the individual to make his own way where he can, by 
his own resourcefulness, industry and thrift, unmolested and 
unafraid. 

As distorted by the corkscrew sophistries of Communism, 
Fascism and Nazism, the “right to work” means something 
entirely different. It means an assured place in the tread- 
mill of the state. It means the “right” to a job, or to 
government relief, and to such sustenance as bureaucratic 
inefficiency sees fit to provide. 

Not many Americans are interested in the Communist 
or the Fascist or the Nazi concept of the right to work— 
in slavery. Nevertheless, the American concept of the right 
to work has fallen to such low estate that the Army had to 
be called to its temporary and limited rescue. 

But the Army has not restored to everyone everywhere 
in America his constitutional right to work. Public opinion 
will have to do that—by seeing to it that our constitutional 
right is re-implemented in a new labor law and by en- 
forcement of laws long neglected. For the right of everyone 
to work, unmolested and without paying tribute, will con- 
tinue to be denied until the American people recover their 
sanity and clear the obstruction at its source. 

All that the Army did at North American Aviation, and 
all the United States Marines with bayonets and side-arms 
did a week later at Buffalo, was to stop interference with 
the right to work. Just a policeman’s or a sheriff’s job— 
the almost forgotten function of local self-government. 

But it sounded simple and innocuous to some—this send- 
ing the Army to do what neglectful citizens had failed to 
do for themselves. 

Necessary, under the circumstances? Yes; but a shameful 
necessity, and an alarming precedent; a step that everywhere 
has been the forerunner of centralized, and eventually dicta- 
torical, government. 

Only an uninformed, unsensitized public opinion would 
have tolerated conditions which created this disgraceful neces- 
sity. Only a bewildered, preoccupied, alarmed public opinion 
will permit the precedent to become a fixture. 

And that raises the question, how did we get this way? 
Why did it become necessary to send the United States Army 
to do the rightful job of local policemen, protecting citizens 
at their work and in their homes? 

First, we permitted labor union organizers to be trained 
in Communist “labor colleges,” not by educators but by 
agitators. We even paid expenses of such “students” to 
Russia for post-graduate courses in revolutionary technique. 

Then we let Communists impregnate, in many instances 
dominate, the American labor movement. And, in the name 
of “academic freedom,” we let their poison filter into our 
schools. 

Tolerating this revolutionary philosophy, we have per- 
mitted goon squads of brass-knuckle men to slug our police, 
assault and terrorize workers, bomb their homes, appropriate 
our highways, seize property, drive police off the streets and 
usurp their functions, issue “passes” for public authorities 
to cross picket lines and for employers to enter their own 
plants, and even deny to the Federal government the right 
to cross picket lines to take possession of defense equipment 
which was the government’s own property—all in the mis- 
used name of Labor—Mr. Valiant-for-Truth Pegler’s 
“Labor-with-a-capital-L.” 


If anyone protested, if anyone suggested a housecleaning, 
he was smeared as a “reactionary,” a “labor-hater,” “strike- 
breaker,” ‘“‘Red-baiter,” “patrioteer,” ‘“‘stooge,” or “hireling 
propaganda-monger.” 

Every recent poll of public opinion shows that these 
chickens are coming home to roost in steadily increasing 
numbers. It has dawned on the public—and let us hope on 
our legislative and executive departments—that the eggs 
whence came these defense-strike chickens were laid a long 
time ago. 

Government was fostering and encouraging defense delays 
when the European war was starting. 

On October 20, 1939 the Acting Secretary of the Navy, 
now Governor Charles Edison of New Jersey, wrote to the 
Chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs in re- 
sponse to an official inquiry. He stated that the Navy’s re- 
quest for permission to cross the CIO picket line at the Bohn 
Aluminum Company’s Detriot plant in order to remove 
patterns and castings belonging to the Government, had been 
refused. That strike lasted more than two months. Acting 
Secretary Edison wrote: 


“The representatives of Union Local No. 208 were 
given full access to the files on the Navy contracts and 
they were informed that the delay in releasing patterns 
for delivery was seriously jeopardizing the manufacture 
of airplane engines at the Naval Aircraft Factory. 

“At the end of the discussion, the Union representatives 
stated that . . . their answer was emphatically ‘No’ and 
that they would not let patterns or inspected castings be 
removed. No further action was taken by the Navy De- 
partment to remove the patterns and castings.” 


Under whose government do we live? Obviously under 
a super-government of labor organizers and labor dictators. 

And how did this super-government get its power? Mainly 
through the Wagner Act. 

And who was responsible for the Wagner Act? 

The public was led to believe that this law was the brain- 
child of Senator Wagner, and that its only purpose was to 
bring about industrial peace by securing to all workers the 
unmolested right to organize and bargain collectively through 
unions of their own free choice. 

Industry agreed with this purpose. Industry generally 
had accepted the principle of collective bargaining long before 
the Wagner Act was proposed. The only question seriously 
open for argument was whether the bargainers should be 
employees themselves or an outside, dues-collecting, and often 
hostile organization imposed upon employees too often by 
coercion, intimidation, misrepresentation and physical force. 

Furthermore, employers generally took the position that 
the closed shop, which organized labor sought to legalize, 
and did legalize by the Wagner Act, is a denial of the con- 
stitutional and inalienable right to work, and should not be 
imposed with the employer’s assistance. 

The Wagner Act had still another purpose—a concealed 
purpose. It was to eliminate competition from the labor 
organizing industry and create an air-tight monopoly pro- 
=— by privately-sponsored law and exempt from public 
aw. 

This could be accomplished by legalizing the closed shop 
and setting up the machinery for eventually compelling every 
wage-earner to pay tribute to the monopoly or be denied 
his right to work and live. 

Furthermore, the closed shop and its twin accomplice, the 
check-off, would remove the element of risk from the busi- 
ness of labor organizing. And the overhead for dues collec- 
tion would be loaded off on the carefree employer. 
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But some 40,000 competing labor groups stood in the 
way of this ideal. They were groups of workers in single 
plants, or in all the plants or businesses of a single company. 
They sought and usually obtained industrial peace by dealing 
directly with their employers, using their own collective 
bargaining procedure, and avoiding the excessive fees which 
‘\e outside organizers require to cover the overhead of Big 
Unionism. 

To get rid of this competition, it was necessary to give all 
labor groups not affiliated with the projected monopoly a 
bad name—“company union.”’ Moscow’s slimiest techniques 
Were turned to this purpose. Every unafhliated union, 
whether truly independent or “tainted” by employer influ- 
ence, was branded for slaughter. On this point the record 
is clear. 

The Executive Council of the American Federation of 
Labor, in its report to the 1938 convention at Houston, com- 
plained that the Wagner Act 

“does not accomplish to the degree intended the outlaw- 
ing of company unions. There must be in the revisions 
and amendments of the Act definite and more specific 
provisions in respect to the abolition of company unions.” 


This complaint was made in the face of solemn assurances 
of the Senate Committee which reported out and recom- 
mended passage of the Wagner Act, that— 


“This bill does nothing to outlaw free and independent 
organizations of workers who by their own choice limit 
their cooperative activities to the limits of one company.” 


Elimination of employer-dominated unions was not enough 
to satisfy the back-stage authors of the Wagner Act. With 
the aid of a partisan Labor Board, they have carried on a 
war of extermination against all forms of independent 
unionism. The disclosures of the House Committee headed 
by Virginia’s courageous Representative Howard Smith, 
show that the Wagner Act has been administered on the 
assumption that no independent labor organization has even 
a right to exist. 

The Executive Council of the A F of L also complained 
bitterly that the Labor Board has treated some of its unions 
no better than company unions. Apparently it matters 
whose ox is butchered. 

But monopolistic intent was unconcealed. Speaking for 
the American Federation of Labor at the New York Herald- 
Tribune Forum in 1938, its General Counsel, Judge Joseph 
Padway, said: 

“As President Green of the American Federation of 
Labor stated in Houston, before we can have anything like 
cooperation (between organized labor and industry) the 
question of union recognition and collective bargaining 
must be eliminated, and that means that company 
unions, WHETHER EMPLOYER-DOMINATED 
OR NOT, have got to go.” 


What was this but a challenge to government, a demand 
that the constitutional guarantee that every citizen shall be 
protected in his right to work must not be enforced ? 

As to the authorship of the Labor Act, let Mr. William 
Green speak. In a signed article in Liberty Magazine, 
March 18, 1939, the President of the American Federation 
of Labor said of the Wagner Act: 

“We helped write it. We 
thought of it as ‘Our Baby’.” 


This was long after the “House of Labor” had fallen in 
two. While Mr. Green and Mr. Lewis were still brethren 
laboring in the same vineyard, it was stated that Mr. Lewis 
also was consulted in the writing of ‘“Labor’s Magna Carta.” 


Be that as it may have been, Mr. Green was quoted as 
saying to a glass blowers’ convention in Atlantic City on 


July 11, 1938: 


“The A F of L is wholly and fully responsible for the 
enactment of the Wagner Labor Relations Act. We and 
Senator Wagner drafted it and supported it. No other 
movement can claim credit for its enactment, and no loud- 
mouthed representatives of a dual labor movement can 
claim any of the credit.” 


Regardless of claims for credit and indictments for dis- 
credit, oft-repeated has been the assertion that the Wagner 
Act was a labor organizers’ act, not a workingmen’s act. 
And judged by the industrial strife it has created, it cer- 
tainly was not an act in the public interest. 

Public opinion samplings show a rising tide—a tide of 
protest by citizens and by members of organized labor as 
well; from the ranks of the 10 million organized and the 
45 million unorganized—a tide rising so rapidly against 
defense obstructions and labor union lawlessness, that the 
good as well as the bad in existing labor laws is likely to be 
swept away. That would not be in anybody’s interest. 

Nor is it in anybody’s interest—excepting the enemies of 
our country—to have defense plants seized or any citizen’s 
constitutional rights unnecessarily abridged to serve a na- 
tional or a world emergency. So far as it is humanly possible 
we should keep our constitutional freedoms, surrendering 
them temporarily if we must, but making sure that we shall 
be able to recover them when the emergency is ended. 

Temporarily, the need is not seizure of defense plants after 
they have been blockaded, but an immediate declaration of 
national policy that interference with the right to work will 
not be tolerated anywhere at any time. 

Permanently, and before we slip into relying on the armed 
forces of the Federal government to protect the right to 
work, the need is for legislation to re-implement that right. 

More than “cooling-off” periods, we need a labor code 
just to workers, fair to employers, protective of the public 
interest, that will forestall the temperatures from which 
“cooling-off” is necessary. 

That will require acceptance of reasonable restraints on 
the part of organized labor. 

The ancient guilds in England circumscribed the right 
to work, but their monopolies were broken by the advent 
of the machine age. Slowly the trades union movement sup- 
planted the guilds, and collective bargaining came into use. 

Collective bargaining does not mean in Britain, as it does 
in the United States, hurling the combined economic, and 
often physical, force of many unions against one employer 
by direct and sympathetic strikes, mass picketing, violence 
and national boycotts. Collective bargaining in Britain is 
bargaining, not coercion. Under reasonable legal restraints, 
it is conducted so that it means the balancing of economic 
forces—on the one side, strong trades unions controlling an 
entire industry; on the other, equally extensive trade asso- 
ciations of employers. 

The last attempt at coercive methods by British trades 
unions was the general strike of 1926. It quickly met its 
Waterloo in an uprising of public opinion that forced Par- 
liament to pass the Trades Disputes Act of 1927. 

But every suggestion that restrictive legislation compar- 
able to the British Trades Disputes Act is needed in the 
United States has been met with howls of apprehension, not 
unmingled with abuse. 

Anti-trust laws did not destroy desirable business, nor 
will reasonable restraints destroy desirable labor unions. 

Nevertheless, wish for it as we may, voluntary reforma- 
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tion of the American labor movement does not appear to be 
lurking around any corner. Enforcement of the Wagner 
Act by zealots of unionism has only intensified demands for 
closed shop monopolies. Before the Wagner Act, it was 
argued that the closed shop was essential to preservation of 
unions. That argument is nullified now; the most antago- 
nistic employer cannot discriminate because of union 
membership. 

But a union is free to coerce the employer into firing the 
worker if he refuses to join or pay his tribute. The union 
is free to harass the employee at his work. It can and does 
hound him, his wife and his children at home, at school, at 
play, until he falls in line and pays for his right to work. 

The categories of union terrorism defy the Devil to pro- 
duce an equal. If you doubt this, come to know factory 
workers as I know them; become their friend as I have 
had the privilege of making many of them my friends; get 
the victims of union terrorism to tell you behind closed doors 
what they dare not say in public. Then you will learn 
what abridgement of the right to work has come to mean 
in this free land. And you will come irresistibly to the con- 
clusion that unless you protect the right to work, you will 
in time lose all your other rights. History shows no long- 
sustained exception to this rule. 

You will then see the wisdom of demanding enactment 
of a labor code—not “after the war” but now— 

Defining legal and illegal strikes, protecting the right 
to strike or not to strike, the right to join or not to join 
a union, the right to bargain for oneself or to bargain 
collectively ; 

Requiring labor organizers to be licensed, and to be 
American citizens without criminal records; 

Requiring labor organizations to be registered, to publish 
their constitutions and by-laws, to account publicly for their 
funds, to be restricted as are corporations in use of their 
funds for political purposes and prohibiting any interference 
whatsoever with the right to work. 

You will see the absolute necessity for outlawing mass 
picketing, and strikes designed to coerce government by in- 
flicting hardship on the community, and labor union prac- 
tices that set up trade barriers, create monopolies and gen- 
erally work against the public welfare. 

Learn what are the back-room methods of unbridled, law- 
defying union organizers—the higher-ups who incite strikers 
to riot and proclaim in their “pep-talks” that they never 
knew a strike to be won without violence. 

Discover for yourself the methods for marking strike 
ballots in advance and stuffing the returns to insure calling 
a strike where no strike is wanted, and the procedure in 
racket-ridden unions for denying secrecy of ballot and 
freedom of speech. 

Then you will see that the ultimate good of all labor 
organizations demands the laying down of lawful procedure 


for calling strikes—that the just may not suffer from the 
wrong-doing of the unjust. 

You will discover the reasonableness and the necessity for 
requiring written complaints and written answers to be 
made by employees and employer in any labor dispute which 
may lead to a strike; and then, free discussion of the issues 
by employee and employer representatives in the presence of 
all whose jobs would be affected by a strike. Then the 
workers would know what they were striking about. 

Only after such full and free discussion should a strike 
vote be permitted, and then by supervised secret ballot. 
Strikes pulled in avoidance of such procedure should be 
outlaw strikes, and those inciting or participating in them 
should lose the protection accorded by law to lawful strikes. 

This would not prohibit striking. It would not prevent 
any worker quitting his job. It would not mean “forced 
labor.” But it would be a brake on the hot-head agitator, 
the apostle of the class struggle, the twister of facts and the 
fabricator of grievances. It would bring employee and em- 
ployer face to face to avoid trouble, not to settle it after 
trial by combat had failed. 

Require truthfulness in labor organizing, as it is required 
by law in advertising, in selling insurance and real estate 
and securities. Write into a labor relations act the require- 
ment that the rank and file worker must hear both sides of 
a labor dispute, honestly told him, before he can vote to 
strike. He will, in the long run, come to a fair decision if 
he knows all the facts. 

This would not hurt any honestly organized and con- 
ducted union. 

Nor would any desirable union be hurt by outlawing inter- 
ference with the right to work. 

Whatever may be your interests, your background and 
your viewpoint, weigh and consider the value of maintaining 
this fundamental right. 

Surrender it to no man, no group of men, no government. 

Fight for it, if necessary. No other freedom is more 
precious. 

This underlying principle of liberty has never been stated 
with greater clarity than by a Presidential Commission ap- 
pointed by Theodore Roosevelt. It is a declaration for all 
people who would be free: 


“The right to remain at work where others have ceased 
to work, or to engage anew in work which others have 
abandoned, is part of the personal liberty of a citizen that 
can never be surrendered, and every infringement thereof 
merits and should receive the stern denouncement of the 
ae 

“All this seems too plain for argument. Common 
sense and common law alike denounce the conduct of those 
who interfere with this fundamental right of the citizen. 

“The assertion of the right seems trite and common- 
place, but that land is blessed where the maxims of liberty 
are commonplace.” 


Shadows of State Socialism 


THERE IS NO SOCIAL GAIN EXCEPT FREEDOM 
By MALCOLM MUIR, President and Publisher of Newsweek; formerly President, McGraw-Hill Publishing Co. 
Delivered at the Institute of Public Affairs, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia, June 27, 1941 


themselves remarkably confused by the fresh relation- 
ship between: Hitler’s Germany and Stalin’s Russia, 
are not alone in their confusion. 


| VOLLOWERS of the Red party line who now find 


Confusion of thinking about the problems raised by the 
current World War and what is certain to be its difficult 
aftermath, is common among even the respectable elements 
of our society. 
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Active Communists and Nazi-Fascists can console them- 
selves by name-calling, but American patriots do not find 
their answer in their emotions. 

Thoughtful Americans fall into three groups. 

There are those who have seemed with almost utter 
violence to oppose the domestic’ policies of the New Deal, 
but who now with equal ardor support the Administration 
in its foreign policy. 

There are those who with similar heat supported the Ad- 
ministration’s domestic program but who are at least luke- 
warm toward, if they do not actively impede, the Presi- 
dent’s international practice. 

There are those between, who do or do not approve of the 
New Deal’s domestic innovations, but who seriously ques- 
tion the wisdom of this country’s having anything to do with 
this war at all. 

There are of course also those who follow the Adminis- 
tration without question in everything it does, but they are 
outside the present discussion. 

The first three groups have this in common. Each pas- 
sionately believes that its way is the way to save democracy 
from destruction. 

It is scarcely a secret that most conservative people have 
viewed with steady and unassuaged apprehension the domestic 
experiments of the New Deal. 

Yet now that this country is entangled in this war, with 
rare exceptions these same conservative people are in com- 
plete support of the battle against despotism. 

That is not surprising. For quick definition, conservatives 
may be called those who believe in the economic, political, 
ideological system of free private enterprise. Once such men 
were called revolutionaries, because they revolted against 
tyranny to make man and his opportunities free. Once they 
were called liberals, because of their efforts to nurture free- 
dom’s fruits, which are all the country’s traditional liberties, 
all freedom everywhere. 

For freedom is composed of inseparable parts. Democracy 
as we in this country have developed it, is freedom of 
worship, each man to practice the religion of his choice. It 
is freedom of thought and its free utterance. It is free po- 
litical institutions, with the right to counsel and to criticize 
freely chosen officers of government, as well as to acclaim. 
And it is freedom to do work of one’s choice, and to enjoy 
the rewards of one’s labors, within the limits of social 
decency. 

The testimony of experience is that none of these free- 
doms is fully gained unless the others are gained too; and 
that if any one is lost, the whole structure collapses. 

But the quickest way, the history of modern despotism 
shows, for a dictator to destroy all freedom, is to gain con- 
trol of a people’s economic life, while without that control 
dictatorship fails. 

The great bulk of the people who now back the Adminis- 
tration’s foreign policy are convinced that the way to save 
democracy is to defeat Hitler before his army invades, his 
agents infiltrate, or his economy blockades the Western 
hemisphere. 

But no one whose business it is, like mine, to gather, to 
analyze, and to report the news as objectively as possible 
in times like. these, can question that there is serious appre- 
hension in many quarters that while dictatorship is being 
fought abroad, the price of war may be state socialism at 
home. 

Consider, for example, the attitude of the businessman. 
No one can question that American business hates war, 
almost as much as it hates dictatorship. That loathing for 
war is etched indelibly on the record. 


Business hates war because war is anti-economic. Its 
wages throughout history have been death, debt, depression, 
and despair. Wartime profits inevitably turn out to be fool’s 
gold; and the bloody pap on which war babies feed is 
poison, not nourishment, to an economy which lives on peace. 

That is the common experience and the professional wis- 
dom of free private enterprise . . . It was the banker, not 
the soldier, in Sherman who coined the truism, “War is hell’’. 

So friends of democracy are faced with the twin horns of 
dilemma. It is democracy that we are out to save. What is 
wise ? 

There is the danger of losing democracy if Hitler is not 
stopped. 

The great bulk of our people are convinced by the implac- 
able argument of events that if freedom is to live Hitler 
must be defeated. 

But there is real—there is authentic—danger of losing 
democracy here while we are helping to save it abroad. 

The logical step is to stop Hiler as quickly as can be done, 
while we watch with jealous eye encroachments on dem- 
ocracy at home. 

If we are wise and intelligent enough to be able to give 
up temporarily some of our democratic processes, but in such 
a way as to make sure that we will get them back again 
when war is done, democracy will survive. 

The duty of the watchdog is especially that of the repre- 
sentatives of free private enterprise. For it is in that field 
that, in a war economy, controls are necessarily first ap- 
plied. If they become permanent, other controls follow. 
Conti. of the press. Control of free speech. Including the 
pulpit. 

Unless the controls necessary to a war economy are 
abandoned in a peace economy, state socialism is an ac- 
complished fact. 

What safeguards can be applied? 

First, for Congress to write into the laws that these 
regulations are only temporary and to set a term upon them. 

Industry's first duty is all-out production—of the goods 
of war for Hitler’s defeat, and as many as possible of the 
goods of peace for the service of the people’s morale. 

Why not be realists and admit, that while we are still 
short of shooting, we are in this war. We are long past 
there being any sense in talking about whether shipments 
of American-made war materials to Britain should be pro- 
tected by convoys or patrols; we were past that when we 
gave Britain fifty destroyers. 

We are past talking about whether our territorial defense 
starts where the Atlantic touches these continental shores, we 
were past that when we took naval bases on British territory 
in return. 

We are in this war, because a President freely chosen to 
express the people’s will, and advised by an astute and in- 
formed and cold-minded State Department, has found that 
necessary. And consequently each successive step the Ad- 
ministration has taken in foreign policy has been backed by 
industry’s productive machine. 

The tanks, the ships, the airplanes, the guns, the am- 
munition, are forthcoming. American industry has been 
named the arsenal of democracy, and industrial management 
has single-mindedly accepted the commission. Sabotage shalt 
not stop, nor strikes more than impede, the force of produc- 
tion. The tale of the assembly line is that while there is no 
ground for complacency there is no reason for fear on that 
score. 

As a dozen returned war correspondents who have been 
out to see American industry at armaments work have re- 
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ported—the Lindberghs who think we have started too late 
to stop Hitler should visit the nation’s factories. 

The duty of the public is cooperation. 

Congress needs backing if temporary wartime measures 
are to be wise measures, neither advantages obtained by sel- 
fish interests, nor undully repressive or restrictive laws. 

The public as consumer must submit with all possible 
grace to such economic strictures as war-caused shortages 
impose. 

The war will have to be paid for, which means that we 
will all have to pay heavily increased taxes. And money 
the government borrows should come from individual sav- 
ings out of the increased national income; money invested 
in Defense Bonds. For such cooperation is both guard 
against inflation, and an investment in the future of the na- 
tion and of every person who earns his living here. 

And the duty of the Administration? It is first to pro- 
vide an efficient war administration. 

The confusions of the first defense year have shown that 
the defense organization requires one practical production 
man at its head. Defense production requires a sound na- 
tional labor policy, strikes broken by the armed forces is a 
sorry substitute for a labor policy which would avoid strikes. 

A fiscal policy which puts defense first would cut all non- 
defense spending to the bone; it would count non-defense 
spending a luxury defense cannot afford ; it would be designed 
to stop inflation before it fairly started; it would broaden 
the tax base and sales of defense bonds both to hold down 
inflation and to pay as much of the defense bill as possible 
as we go, so that the country need not carry an unnecessarily 
heavy burden of debt through the difficult transition period 
which will follow the end of the war. 

Wartime restrictions on the people’s life and wartime 
controls of all the nation’s economy are a war time necessity. 
Priority controls and price and cost controls are primary; 
but they should be imposed and administered with only one 
thought in mind—successful defense. 

All restrictive measures should be clearly labeled “emer- 
gency controls,” and administered as emergency controls, 
with the point always kept evident that when the emergency 
is done, and the peace returned, they will be abandoned. 

Otherwise the danger is that they will become cemented 
into the processes of our national life, and democracy 
smothered beneath the dust stirred up in the name of its 
safety. 

It is the duty of industry, in short, to produce and to be 
vigilant ; and of the public to cooperate and be vigilant; and 
of the Administration to be efficient and to be candid. 

Defense is what should concern all Americans now, and 
defense only. It would help a good deal—both public morale 
and the cause of democracy—if one could believe that there 
were not in the Administration men who are less concerned 
about defense than they are in pursuing their pattern of 
reform. 

It is unfortunate that “reform” should have become in this 
country a word that friends of the nation’s traditional free- 
doms have been forced to distrust. Reform should not mean 
revolution. 

The growth of democracy is, healthily an evolutionary 
process. 

That has been the democratic process, and it is the only 
process which does improve and does not destroy. True re- 
form broadens democracy by broadening its base. Many of 
the reforms in social and economic practise which have come 
about since the recent depression have been in truth social 
gains. But too drastic change destroys democracy. There 
is a great difference between social gains and state socialism. 


One may recognize completely, and applaud, the virtue 
of progressive reform in every section of democratic life, 
and still see that a time of war is no time to make further 
social innovations. Further reforms, implemented by legisla- 
tion, should be pigeonholed until the emergency is past. 

I have never heard that Janus won a war. And it is im- 
possible to be two-faced without being double-tongued. 

But we have, within the nation’s Administration, men 
who are facing two ways. 

One set of eyes is fixed firmly on defense. The other is 
dazzled with the irridescent shine of the New Order. “State 
socialism in our time” is the clear pattern of their thinking. 

One need not doubt that these weavers of a homespun 
socialism are emotionally honest. Their hearts are hot in the 
dream of constructing a better America. One may believe 
that the socialist way, even a homemade socialist way, is 
not the way to a better America; and still grant that those 
who would destroy our economy are dangerously mistaken 
rather than urgently vicious meddlers. 

But is there not a real attempt to destroy our economy? 

What—but to weaken our economic system—accounts 
for the refusal to cut non-defense spending to the irreducible 
limit, so that every cent possible of what can be raised by 
taxation will go toward meeting defense costs as we incur 
them, and the public debt be kept within such limits as the 
demands of defense permits? 

What else accounts for the opposition to spreading the 
tax base, either through income-tax adjustment or some kind 
of federal sales tax, or both, so that inflation will be re- 
duced by the only practicable device—limitation of the ex- 
pansion of civilian purchasing power flowing out of defense 
spending ? 

What accounts for its blessing given strikes designed not 
so much to raise wage income during the defense period—for 
full employment and increased working hours largely take 
care of that—as to freeze increased wage rates into our 
economy as permanently higher production costs which must 
be borne when the hard going comes after the war is over? 

What accounts for the seeming cross-purposes of Admin- 
istration agencies? Unless they are not in fact cross-purposes ? 

What accounts for the eagerness of government to boost 
farm prices to a so-called parity which is quite something 
else, and thus defeat what chance there was for the AAA pro- 
gram to rationalize itself economically ? 

What accounts for anti-trust suits brought against sec- 
tions of the food industry for doing what all competent testi- 
mony seems to agree the agricultural administration en- 
couraged them to do? 

What accounts for the agitation promoted by some for 
expansion in the steel industry, not for defense, but to meet 
the civilian demands of a greatly increased national income 
—even though men, transportation, materials, and time pre- 
cious to the defense effort now, would have to be taken out 
of defense production ; and the added capacity left as a burden 
on our national economy when the war is done? 

What accounts for the eagerness to set up “yardstick” 
plants in many key industries? Such questions could go on 
and on. They do go on and on in the minds of every be- 
liever in our economic system. 

Only three answers seems to make any sense. The first 
is that these are the measures of cheap and inept politics. 
That affronts the intelligence. 

The second is that well-meaning but mistaken idealists 
do not know the harm that they are doing. 

The third is that somewhere in the Administration shrewd, 
astute, and subtle generalship is using the defense emergency 
to force the drive for the destruction of the economic system 
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which has made this the greatest industrial nation, and 
given its people the highest standard of living, enjoyed on 
the broadest base, that the world has ever known. 

No matter which of the three is true, the end result 
is the same. 

One might hesitate to raise these questions each by itself 
lest that further the schismatic class-consciousness which, 
whether by design or not, many in the Administration have 
falsely created. 

And I have not searched out these questions. They are 
alert in the mind of every believer in free private enterprise. 
In his last speech to the world, the President declared that 
defense of that system is one of the major aims of the 
American Defense effort. Now I refer to these questions as 
an aid to the accomplishment of that aim. 

But—do they all pattern together into an over-all Design- 
for-Power which can be exercised only as state socialism ? 

And Communist Russia, Fascist Italy, Nazi Germany, 
and prostrate France, each learned in its own sorry way 
that state socialism can operate only when the economy of 
liberty is safely dead. 

The diplomatic skill and courage with which the Presi- 
dent has pursued his international policy is a matter in which 
all Americans can take pride. His outstanding diplomatic 
feat is the fashion in which he has hemmed in anti-American 
reaction by Hitler. He has accomplished this by the process 
of piecemeal advance. 

This technique of bit-by-bit aggression, no one step by it- 
self enough to alarm the Nazi people to the point that would 
permit Hitler to act, is straight out of “Mein Kampf”—if 
you will. But poker is an American game. 

It would not be surprising if economic engineers of the 
New Order are poker players too. And it may be also that 
they have studied the technique of creeping advance as state 
socialism has applied it elsewhere, so that they have used it 
to the advantage of a well-planned Design-for-Power—if 
such there be. 

It does not make much difference if there is no such pur- 
poseful design, if the effect will be the same. 

‘The point is this: Do all of the pieces fit together into a 
pattern ever more formidable, ever more threatening to 
liberty as America has known it? 

Consider the matter of administrative law as a possible 
part of this pattern. In such a complex society as ours has 
become, it has persuasive theoretic advantages. Board after 
board, commission after commission, bureau after bureau, 
has been created with extra-juridical powers until now, 
stopping to count up, we find 140 of them exercising func- 
tions free from democratic review. 

More than a hundred of these now can, and do, institute 
regulations, and act as investigating agency, prosecutor, jury 
and judge, in cases which in some way affect our American 
economy. No matter how whimsical these regulations, there 
is no appeal. 

In some cases whimsy is given latitude by ambiguous law. 
The outstanding example is, of course, Mr. Thurman Ar- 
nold’s methods of enforcing his notion of what the anti- 
trust laws should be, by criminal indictment and consent 
decree; and the Federal Trade Commission’s use of the 
“cease-and-desist” order. If the first has been called black- 
mail, the second is worse. It could be called blacklist; and 
there is no defense against it. For all the FTC has to do is 
to issue a ‘‘cease-and-desist” order, for any reason or for no 
real one at all, and the affected concern promtply loses all of 
its customers, long before an appeal can be tried. 

The effect of such practice of course is simply this: Our 
economic system is softened up, as the managers and to 


some extent the owners of American business are made fear- 
ful and non-resistant to the next encroachment, whatever it 
may be. 

That is how Hitler operates. 

What such encroachment can do-is illustrated by the com- 
bined effect of the Wagner Act as it has been interpreted by 
the National Labor Relations Board, and as interpreted by 
the new Supreme Court. 

From the Consolidated Edison Case, decided in December, 
1938, wherein the Court sanctioned the NLRB regulation of 
companies in which neither employers nor employees were 
engaged in inter-state commerce; through the Fainblatt Case 
in which the Court decided that the Labor Act was applicable 
to employes who neither bought nor sold anything; on down 
to the Frankfurter decision in the Phelps-Dodge case, where- 
in employers were told that they must hire and give back 
pay to an applicant for a job that they had failed to hire 
because of union affiliations—these decisions have stopped 
only at the “brink of state socialism.” 

These are decisions, now bearing the force of the law, 
which are as contrary to the American tradition as any which 
might be handed down in Europe. For by these decisions 
Congress is short-circuited and a philosophy is enacted into 
law, and judges are given unlimited latitude in applying the 
philosophy to specific cases regardless of precedent. 

But the basic principles of Anglo-American law is that 
law shall be specific in its intent and that judges, in passing 
upon cases, shall be limited by the law in the light of pre- 
cedent. The difference is a difference between government of 
laws and a government of men. 

Such a government—all democratic tradition has agreed— 
is tyranny. Current vocabulary calls tyranny, dictatorship. 

Thus the stage was set for the Seizure Bill now being de- 
bated in Congress. 

As it was introduced, it charted the last mile to Com- 
munism. 

For its grant of power was so broad that it would have 
permitted the President to take the celluloid rattle out of an 
infant’s hand; and strip the wedding ring from its mother’s 
finger ; and pry the dental plate out of its grandsire’s mouth. 

The President might take anything at his whim, for any 
sort of national use, and pay for it what he deemed proper. 

The bill was so drastic that no one admitted its father- 
hood. It was so drastic that the War Department’s Judge 
Patterson, who brought it over for introduction to Congress, 
has this week agreed to certain modifications. 

But the fact that it was introduced proves that someone 
believed that the time was ripe for the kill. 

The stage had been set for the death stroke to the right to 
own private property. Someone believed—someone high 
enough in power to persuade Judge Patterson to act as de- 
partmental messenger, and a responsible Congressman to in- 
troduce the bill—that this was the power that everything 
before had been building up to. 

It must be remembered that our war controls are not truly 
emergency measures. They are called emergency measures— 
those that have not already been enacted into law—but no 
limit has been put on the emergency. 

If we were formally at war, the emergency automatically 
would be done when peace is declared. But we are not for- 
mally at war. 

The Seizure Bill will not be passed in the form in which 
it was introduced. Net yet. Perhaps never. 

But the introduction of that bill was state socialism’s full 
shadow, complete to its last part, thrown sharp and plain 
across the threshold of every American home. 
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It was a spector so ugly that seen it was scarcely be- 
lieved. But there it was. Something was behind it. 

It was the shadow of a reality; a plan as real as a battle- 
ship’s and the whole blueprint can be found in the testimony 
of the New Order experts before the TNEC. 

But it may be fortunate that the Seizure Bill, in its bland 
and outright form, was prematurely introduced. Public re- 
action was so swift and absolute that the White House dis- 
claimed it; Congress hooted it in the public press. It may 
be that the public now is aroused, and that Congress is 
armed with alarm. 

It may be that this will in fact arouse not only the entre- 
preneurs of the American economy, but everyone, to thinking 
seriously about the economic future of America; about the 
shape our economic life may safely reassume when peace is 
finally come. 

For if this is mot a purposeful pattern which I have 
briefly sketched, if it is merely the collective results of the 
experimental efforts of a variety of well-meaning theorists, 
it shows that they can do by accident what subversion seeks 
to do by design. 

When the war ends we face the danger of another great 
depression. History shows that serious depressions usually 
follow wars. But they do not follow so closely that they 
must occur. 

Steps should be taken at once to emeliorate the dangers 
of the transition period to come. A sound governmental 
fiscal policy now, and realistic relaxation of laws and ad- 
ministration not directly connected with defense, which im- 
properly hamper business in its healthy operation, will 
serve to clear the way for practical men to save the economy 
by which we all live. 

Practical men learned practical lessons from the troubled 
history of the last war’s boom and its bitter aftermath. The 
moment the present war in Europe began to call on this 
country’s productive capacity, the appropriate committees 
of the National Association of Manufacturers instituted 
studies as to how to mitigate the effects of post-war depres- 
sion if the depression could not be staved off. 

In an effort to arrive at further understanding of the 
problem, the N. A. M., through its standing committee on 
economic policy, wrote to every member of the American 
Economic Association to ask his candid opinion as to whether 
there will be a post-war depression, and if so what form it 
would be likely to take. 

Every shade of economic opinion, from extreme left to 
furtherest right, was represented by the 480 economists who 
answered. But their answers boiled down to four points. 

1. Agreement was general that if depression comes it will 
first appear in the heavy-goods industries. 

2. Old maladjustments in our economic system will have 
a vicious influence once the stimulant of armaments produc- 
tion is removed. These are maladjustments which our econ- 
omy was working out, within the limits imposed by un- 
realistic government regulation, when the armament period 
began. 

3. Depression may be hatched in dislocation of workers 
and expansion of industries made necessary by the defense 
program and general unleashing of inflationary tendencies. 

4. Lack of foresight, coupled with the weakening of the 
profit motive, will retard private initiative and risk-taking 
in the establishment of new industries and the conversion of 
armament industries to peacetime use. 

Forewarned should be forearmed. What to do about it? 
The economists think that here government can help. 

1. By building postponed useful public work; perhaps by 


providing subsidies for residential construction; even sub- 
sidies to some industries to help in maintaining employment. 

2. By tax revision to encourage private business activity, 
and relaxation of government controls not directly related to 
defense, rationalization of anti-trust activities, and similar 
permission of smoother operation of business, to be reflected 
in ultimate general price reductions. 

3. And as immediate action, such anti-inflationary policies 
as increased taxation to pay for defense, economy in non- 
defense spending, and curtailment of private spending in 
durable consumer goods until the defense period is over. 

Most of the economists urged that the country should 
plan so as to be prepared when the depression first threatens. 
This should include industrial research projects, to be con- 
ducted by industry and protected by an unimpaired American 
patent system, in readiness for an expansion of peacetime 
production. 

Clearly there are those who will be disappointed in the 
economists. For a program for state socialism did not 
emerge. Instead, government is recognized as a proper 
partner in the effort to avoid depression while the method 
cumulatively recommended is to encourage free private 
enterprise. 

Students of history, rather than addicts to leftist philoso- 
phy, recognize that the economists were correct. The doc- 
trine of economic scarcity can be abandoned if the specter 
of wasieful spending and profitless thrift is laid. For con- 
sider the backlog of unfilled wants and needs which will 
await the products of industry when the war is done. The 
country will need certainly more than 30 billions of dollars 
worth of capital improvements, both producers and con- 
sumers durable goods. In the forefront will be housing, 
manufacturing plants to be converted, railroads to be modern- 
ized, heavy household equipment to be bought or replaced. 

New industries, to emerge from the laboratories, can find 
use for enough new crops to make agricultural over-produc- 
tion seem the nightmare of a happily lost world. If the 
government does postpone all public works until the transi- 
tion period, and does not divert effort and money which 
should be used for defense, to their building now, there will 
be highways to be constructed, rivers and harbors to be im- 
proved, quantities of other legitimate, productive public jobs. 

The defense against a post-war depression will put to the 
test the ability of the American people to save their freedoms, 
in a way that this war cannot. Enterprise, initiative, morale 
and energy will be needed to a degree that perhaps it has 
not been needed since the conquest of the frontier. 

The best defense against depression is enterprising attack. 
And the only defense against state socialism is a healthily 
expanding economy. 

There is no problem, social or political, that expanding 
free economy cannot cure. 

There is no social or political malady that state socialism 
does not make worse. That is not a matter of opinion; it 
is a matter of fact, spread since the last war on the record 
of a Europe now bitterly essaying suicide. 

But the danger is that when this war is done, and un- 
employment threatens, theorists will point to the armaments 
period as a gigantic pump-priming time, proof that the only 
trouble with pre-defense paternalism was that it did not go 
far enough. 

If deficit spending for the materials of war cured un- 
employment, they will say, now spend an equal rate of 
borrowed billions for public works. If private industry is 
not economically able to keep its factories full, let govern- 
ment take them over and crowd the assembly lines with 
goods made for use, not for profit. 
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It can’t be done. That means living on the nation’s 
capital. Hitler has taken the steady subtraction out of the 
worker’s livings as he reduced the worker to the status of 
serf. The only technical change in definition is that the 
worker is bound not to the land, but to the job. Mussolini 
has killed off the excess employables in futile wars. And 
Russia—there even idealistic socialism has met its death. 

Socialism is a dream that has bemused many good men. 
But state socialism is a monster that scoffs at dreams while 
it devours those lured by the will-o’-the-wisp. And there is 
no such thing as a little state socialism. 

Social legislation which cuts too close to the edge is the 
invitation to disaster. Much legislation now on our books 
flicks over the edge. The warning signs are the shadows 


which obscure the beacon of free private enterprise. State 
socialism is the ultimate pessimism, the expression of the 
conviction that human man is not worth his soul. 

Its fruits are all continental Europe, and much of Asia 
and of Africa, on short rations or starving; continents laid 
waste. It is the proven power and virtue of our American 
economy which now makes this nation the storehouse and 
arsenal of all the democracy the world has left. 

There is no social gain except freedom. And freedom is 
state socialism’s natural prey. The power that has made 
America great is the free power of creative production. It 
is the man secure in his personal dignity doing the best with 
his life that he can. 


Agricultural Production Goals for 1942 


FOOD WILL WIN THE WAR AND WRITE THE PEACE 


By CLAUDE R. WICKARD, Secretary of Agriculture 
On the National Farm and Home Hour, Speaking from San Francisco, California, September 8, 1941 


AM here today to make an announcement—probably 

the most important announcement I have made as 

Secretary of Agriculture. Now this announcement 
concerns national production goals for American agriculture 
in 1942. To reach these goals, our farmers must raise 
more than they have ever raised in any one year before. 

The goals for 1942 call for sharp reduction in some crops, 
and for substantial increases in ether crops and in livestock, 
dairy, and poultry production. Total farm production in 
1940 was the highest on record up to that time, and pro- 
duction in 1941 is much higher still. The 1942 goal asks 
for a further increase over the record production of 1941; 
an increase in agricultural production for the third year 
in a row. 

Meeting these production goals means shifting out of the 
production of things not needed—into the production of 
things we need. Milk production, for example, needs to be 
increased at least 8 vercent over 1941. 

Now this whole program is a difficult job of production 
expansion to put through in any one year. It will be all the 
tougher to make good on next year, because we are going 
to have to do it with less farm labor, not as much new farm 
machinery as we'd like to have, and possible shortages in 
things like fertilizer and spray materials and bagging. But, 
1 am sure we will do it. American consumers and the de- 
fenders of democracy in Britain can depend on American 
farmers to turn out ample food supplies. If the transporta- 
tion and distribution systems in the two nations hold up, 
workers and fighters and just plain people are going to be 
fed—and fed pretty well. 

And that is all-important. Enough of the right food is 
the rock-bottom essential to war-time production and morale 
and fighting ability. This is OUR war. It is perfectly 
plain now that it’s Hitler or us. We are on his list. Al- 
ready they are attacking us by espionage and sabotage here; 
by incitement of trouble in our neighbor countries in the 
hemisphere; and by trade offensives. If Britain fell, the sly 
attacks would be multiplied manyfold, and finally would 
culminate in open military attack. We know that. And we 
have made up our minds nationally to bolster the British 
barrier against 20th Century barbarism. 


Now we are up against a decision. Shall we content our- 
selves with continuing to talk about saving democracy and 
making gentle gestures toward that end? Or shall we act 
with force and speed, put all our production where it will 
count the most for victory, and really supply the needs of 
defense? I know what America’s answer will be. We are 
going into defense production and let business as usual wait. 

Defense production in agriculture means organizing now, 
this fall and winter, to reach the goals I am announcing to- 
day for 1942 crop and livestock supplies. 

I think the Farm and Home Hour audience ought to 
know why we’re asking for these goals—goals of increased 
production in some lines and decreased production in others. 
Perhaps the best way to explain is to tell you how we made 
up the goals. The goal for each product was set up by a 
committee of experts drawn from all agencies of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. First, the nutritionists, or others 
specializing in consumer needs, told the committees how 
much of the product under consideration the American peo- 
ple will need next year. They said America will need more 
of many products but less of a few products. The general 
situation is that Americans are working harder, they have 
more money to spend. They need more food of most kinds, 
they want it, and they can pay for it. 

After the committee learned about the needs of this 
country, they next began to survey the needs of foreign 
countries. They called first, the people who could make a 
well-founded guess about the usual type of exports, and 
they guessed pretty small on every product for 1942. Next 
came the people who are conducting the negotiations with 
the British for lend-lease supplies of food. They didn’t have 
to guess. They knew that British needs for meat and milk 
and eggs and certain vegetables and fruits would be large. 
We have already made commitments to furnish about one- 
fourth of the British needs for animal proteins for 1942. 
This constitutes a new market for enormous quantities of 
milk and meat and eggs. 

So then the committees had estimates on the needs in this 
country and the needs for shipment out of this country. The 
next thing—and here’s something brand new—the next 
thing was to figure out how much we needed to begin 
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building up a stockpile of foods. I mean a stockpile over 
and above the normal carryover. Of course we have these 
extra stockpiles already in things like wheat and cotton and 
tobacco. 

But we need to build another kind of stockpile. Now 
that’s a stockpile of finished foods like canned pork and 
evaporated milk and canned vegetables and dried eggs. These 
are things that will keep. They won’t ever go obsolete. Good 
food is always going to be in style. We need these stockpiles 
for two reasons: the first is to insure that our own people 
have a more plentiful supply of these nutritious foods. Sec- 
ond is to give the starving conquered people of Europe 
something to hope for now; something that will spur them 
on in their resistance to the aggressor. I know that if I 
were a Frenchman or a Dutchman and I looked across the 
channel and saw that the British were still eating pretty 
well, eating good American food, while I was looking on 
cat meat as somewhat of a delicacy, I’d be inclined to rise 
up and try to get in on some of that American food. Especi- 
ally if I knew that there was more where that came from. 
And let’s not forget something more important to all of us. 
That is this: When the nations sit down at the peace table, 
a great big stockpile of American food, all ready to cook and 
eat, will greatly reinforce the American views on what ar- 
rangements are needed to make a just and lasting peace. 
I have said many times, and I now repeat, food will win 
the war:and write the peace. But remember, we need re- 
serves of food in order to exert the maximum influence at 
the peace conference table. By reaching the 1942 produc- 
tion goals, which include a start on these stockpiles, Ameri- 
can farm families will help to write the history of the future. 

Well, the committees making up these goals, after they 
had found out the needs for stockpiles and shipments abroad 
and use at home, next got estimates of the supplies already 
on hand. Then, for each product, they reached the ideal 
goal by subtracting supplies on hand from the figure for sup- 
plies needed. The final step was to figure out how close 
American agriculture could come to the ideal goal, taking 
into account of course the provisions of law concerning al- 
lotted acreages of some of the basic crops, and taking into 
account the labor supply, the machinery supply, the materials 
supply, the market outlook, funds available for price sup- 
port, and so on. So the 1942 goals represent, first, a calcula- 
tion of what we should produce and, second, a judgment on 
how close we can come to it practically. I am proud to say 
that the ideal and the practical fit pretty closely together in 
these goals. And I’m even prouder to say I believe American 
agriculture will reach the goals. 

Now let me give a general summary of the goals them- 
selves, and what they mean in terms of different commodi- 
ties. We need more of practically all meats; we need more 
eggs, and, especially—we need more milk.. We need more 
cheese, evaporated and dried milk to ship to the British, 
who have had to kill off large numbers of their dairy cattle 
because of a shortage of feed. We want to provide these 
essential dairy products for our friends abroad without 
lowering the nutritional standards of our own people. We 
can do this only if we produce more milk. 

To make sure of the increased output of milk, we need 
more hay and pastures. We especially need more legume 
crops, some to be used as a substitute for nitrogen fertilizers 
which may be scarce next year. 

From the point of view of nutrition, we need to consume 
many more vegetable crops, especially the green and leafy 
vegetables, so rich and important in minerals and vitamins. 
We need to eat more of certain fruits and more tomatoes. 
Our imports of fats and oils already have been reduced be- 


cause of the shortage of shipping space, and even further re- 
ductions seem likely in 1942. We must make up the differ- 
ence with oil crops grown at home, crops such as soybeans 
and peanuts, and perhaps castor beans. 

Those are the principal commodities in which our needs 
are most pressing for 1942. There are a few crops which 
do not need to be increased; rather they should be reduced. 
In the case of cotton, we have a supply large enough for a 
year’s needs stored in warehouses, and a 1941 crop just be- 
ing harvested which will provide as much cotton as Ameri- 
can mills will use this year. We have more wheat than we 
can store properly, enough to last this country for two years 
if we didn’t grow a bushel in 1942. And we have huge 
quantities of tobacco stored in the United States, piled up 
because the export markets were lost when war began. On 
these commodities, the 1942 goals call for decreases down to 
the lowest limits provided by law. 

Starting next week, we are to have a series of regional 
meetings in Salt Lake City, Chicago, New York, and Mem- 
phis. These meetings will be attended by the farm organiza- 
tion leaders of every state, by members of the State Planning 
Committees, the State Defense Boards, and by representa- 
tives of the Department of Agriculture, to discuss the goals 
and to lay plans for enlisting the participation of every 
farmer. The national goals will be broken down into state 
goals for each commodity; then the state goals will be broken 
down into county goals, and so on down to goals for every 
individual farm. 

The State and County Agricultural Defense Boards will 
be the spearhead of the campaign. Representing, as they do, 
all the agricultural agencies of the county, state and federal 
governments, the Defense Boards provide a great force in 
organizing the drive for increased production. 

Triple-A committeemen will visit every farm and work 
out a complete farm plan with the operator. Can you keep 
more chickens? Do you have a couple more heifers that will 
freshen next spring? Can you market more of your beef 
cattle during 1942? That’s the sort of questions the farmer 
and the committeemen will answer together during this Food 
for Freedom mobilization. And when the first big push is 
over, the results will be assembled. Then we'll know where 
we stand. Before 1941 ends, we'll have a pretty good idea 
of how much we are likely to produce in 1942. 

Now just a word on the income side. Reaching these goals 
will pay farmers. The demand for farm products in the 
United States is the highest it has been for at least 12 years. 
Added to the demand here at home, we have our commit- 
ments to the British, whose requests for food have increased 
greatly since last March when the Lend-Lease Act was 
passed. The purchases by this government for shipment to 
the British, under terms of the Lend-Lease Act, have served 
to put a flood under the prices of pork, dairy products, and 
eggs, and poultry. Since we announced the price-supporting 
program on April third, this year prices for these commodi- 
ties have been well above the supporting level almost all the 
time. 

The basic crops, wheat, cotton, corn, rice, and tobacco, 
have the stabilizing influence of the commodity loan, at 85 
percent of parity. Add to the loan value, the benefit pay- 
ments and conservation payments under the Triple-A pro- 
gram, and the producers of these commodities who cooper- 
ate in adjusting production to the goals are assured of parity 
prices. 

Under recent legislation, the Secretary of Agriculture is 
ordered to use the machinery of the national farm program 
to maintain prices for non-basic farm products for which 
the Secretary finds it necessary to encourage expansion in 
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production. ‘These prices Gre to be maintained at a minimum 
of 85 percent of parity. The law also provides that notice 
must be given when it is found necessary to decrease the 
production of any such commodities, in order that farmers 
may adjust their production downward. I think this is a 
splendid law. Under it I have issued a proclamation cover- 
ing pork, eggs, evaporated milk, dry skim milk, cheese, and 
chickens through the year 1942. Public proclamation cover- 
ing other commodities will be issued as necessary to give spe- 
cial encouragement to expansion of production. 

It is just simple arithmetic to figure out that any farmer 
will make more money if he increases his production of the 
right commodities. The demand is with us, and the farmer 
is protected against the danger of collapse when the emer- 
gency is over. From a dollars and cents point of view, 
there is every reason for a farmer to increase his production 
of the commodities which are needed. 

And above the self-interest of the individual farmer, and 
agriculture as a whole, there is the compelling fact that we 
must produce more of certain foods if we are to protect our 


way of life. We can’t live in comfort or in dignity in a 
world dominated by Hitler. 

The future of the entire civilized world is bound up in 
the succcess of our effort to produce more of the vital foods 
—rich, nourishing food that will keep up the strength of 
the industrial workers of two great nations—this country 
and Great Britain; food that will insure the efficiency of 
the fighting forces that are defending freedom; food that 
will keep the British people full of courage—so they can 
continue their dauntless symbol of “thumbs up”—food to 
make America strong by making Americans stronger. 

That is the job confronting American agriculture today. 
We have the productive machine—the greatest agricultural 
plant in the world. We have the most skillful farmers. Our 
nation is headed by a great leader who always has been a 
friend of the farmer, and we have the machinery of govern- 
ment to protect the security of farm families. And we have 
the greatest cause for which the agricultural resources of 
any nation ever were mobilized—the preservation of free- 
dom. 


You Cannot Sign a Pact with Hitler 


WE CAN ONLY FIGHT ON 


By J. B. PRIESTLEY, English Writer and Commentator 
Delivered over the British Broadcasting System, August, 1941 


E have been told by many experts lately that we 
must soon expect a peace offensive from the Nazis. 


Within the next two or three months, they will 
probably offer to call the whole thing off, on what may look 
at first sight fairly reasonable terms. We know that this 
peace offensive is already doomed in advance to failure. The 
democracies and their allies are not prepared to open nego- 
tiations with the Nazis. There are many good reasons for 
this, some of which have already been publicly and very 
plainly stated. I want to explain what seems to me easily the 
most important of these reasons. And I don’t think that even 
now this most important reason of all is sufficiently under- 
stood and appreciated. 

The point is that there is nothing at all to be done with 
Nazi Germany except to fight it and ultimately destroy it. 
Why? First, because Nazi Germany means Adolf Hitler. 
Secondly, because Adolf Hitler is not a person with whom it 
is possible to negotiate. You can only make agreements ot 
any value with sane responsible persons, and Hitler cannot 
be considered a sane responsible person. He is, in strict fact, 
a borderline case, an example of abnormal psychology. He 
may not be in the fixed condition of the poor lunatic who is 
convinced that he is an egg, but undoubtedly he exists some- 
where in the dubious region between those who think they 
are eggs and those who are normal and sane. He is the type 
that provides cases for our-psychiatrists and psycho-analysts. 
And unless we try to understand this psychological aspect 
of Nazi Germany and its Fuehrer, not all the political and 
economic reasoning in the world will ever make us grasp how 
this uneducated Austrian ourcast contrived to seize so much 
power that he now threatens all civilisation. 


PossEssED BY SOME ALIEN SPIRIT 


I have lately been reading some fascinating and valuable 
accounts of Hitler. In one of thent, in Rom Landau’s We 


Have Seen Evil, the author describes how when he first met 
Hitler he was completely unimpressed. The man merely 
seemed rather commonplace, slightly furtive, flabby, ill-at- 
ease. But immediately afterwards Landau saw and heard 
Hitler addressing a gigantic meeting, and he tells us that 
never in his life had he seen a more drastic change come 
over any man. It was as if a completely different personality 
came to take charge. What before seemed soft, flabby, fur- 
tive, now became taut, harsh, ruthlessly challenging. The 
eyes, he remarks, seemed quite different. ‘They seemed to 
have become bigger, especially the white round the pupil. 
This enlarged white background gave them a Staring hyp- 
notic, and also demented, expression. There was an iciness 
in them that could come from fanatical hatred only. They 
hardly seemed the eyes of a human being.’’ Landau says 
that he felt he was watching a man who had ceased to be 
himself and was possessed by some alien spirit. And he goes 
on to declare that Hitler, in his view is a kind of medium, 
the vehicle of terrible, dangerous dark forces. If this view 
is fantastic, let me remind you that Dr. Rauschning, who 
knew Hitler well, and with whom I have talked, takes more 
or less the same view, regarding Hitler as a queer, abnormal, 
mediumistic ype, who expresses, but is himself irresistibly 
carried along by, terrible forces of destruction. And let me 
remind you too that theories of this kind, fantastic though 
they may appear at first, are not as fantastic as the facts 
themselves, the rise to such power of this man, the adulation, 
the almost divine honours, he has received, the fact that a 
German Church minister can actually declare in public that 
“Adolf Hitler is the real Holy Ghost” and another official 
can tell us that “Hitler is a new, a greater and more power- 
ful Jesus Christ.”” No easy commonplace explanation will 
be found to explain facts of this kind. We are no longer in 
the shallows now, but perilously launched on the deep waters 
of human psychology and behaviour. The most detailed 
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What They Think 
of VITAL SPEECHES 


“I regard it as particularly important that VITAL SPEECHES 
should be in all our public libraries, as well as in the read- 
ing rooms of colleges and high schools. Through these medi- 
ums it would reach tens of thousands of intelligent young 
people who would gain from it an information and an out- 
look which it would take many years to get in any other way 
or from any other source.” 


DR. NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER, 
President, Columbia University 








“For any magazine to put such speeches into collected form 
available for the general public is in my judgment a service 
of first magnitude to the American Republic.” 


GLEASON L. ARCHER, 
Dean, Suffolk University 





“T have been a subscriber to VITAL SPEECHES since the 
first issue and like it very much.” 


G. B. CUTTEN, 
President, Colgate University 





“While we can add nothing new to the long line of congratu- 

latory messages you have received we would like to indicate 

that we consider VITAL SPEECHES an indispensable acces- 

sory to the teaching and study of effective public speaking.” 
Profs. PACKARD, YOUNG and MATTIS, 
Harvard University 





“T should like to take this occasion to express my great ap- 
preciation of VITAL SPEECHES Magazine and the useful 
service that it is rendering the American public. I am per- 
sonally interested in following the varieties and changes in 
business thinking, and I find your pages the most valuable 
single source of such material.” 


E. G. NOURSE, 


Director, Institute of Economics, 
Brookings Institution 





“T congratulate you on VITAL SPEECHES. It gives us the 
best thought of our ablest men and women on the great issues 
of the moment. We do not have to waste time reading what 
a lot of ignorant reporters say about the thoughts of our 
world leaders. By reading VITAL SPEECHES we avoid 
getting lost in the underbrush.” 


WILLIAM T. FOSTER, 
Pollak Foundation for Economic Research 





“I think it is a great service on your part to publish the 
Suh text. WALTER LIPPMANN 





“IT never had a more useful publication than VITAL 


SPEECHES.” ROBERT A. TAFT, 
Senator from Ohio 





“The Scheme of VITAL SPEECHES is an excellent one; 
and the periodical is a boon to every person who takes an 
intelligent interest in public affairs.” 
SIR JOSEPH CHISHOLM, LL.D., 
Chief Justice of Nova Scotia 





VITAL SPEECHES appears twice a month throughout 
the year (24 issues), and the first issue of each month 
is placed on the newsstands. Those who wish to obtain 
the full service should enter subscriptions for the 
mail edition at three dollars a year. 





VITAL SPEECHES is used as text book material in thou- 
sands of colleges and high schools and is on file in thousands 
of public libraries throughout the country. 








psychological study of Hitler and Nazi Germany I have 
come across so far is Germany Possessed, by H. G. Baynes, a 
psychologist of the Jung School. The theoretical background 
of Jung’s individual psychology is much too complicated to 
be dealt with adequately in a short talk of this kind, and 
therefore it will not be possible for me to give you here even 
the gist of Germany Possessed in all the complexity of its 
reasoning. But in order to give you any account at all of 
this theory, it is necessary first to explain that according to 
this school of psychology, there is in addition to the personal 
unconscious, a collective unconscious, a kind of deep uncon- 
scious shared by members of a community. It is of course 
very primitive, and one of the chief objects of every true 
religion is to try to civilise the forces that come whirling up, 
like a great wind, from this deep unconscious. On the other 
hand, false religions, dangerous occult movements and the 
like, reverse this process, and allow these forces, which appear 
to have a magical quality just because they emanate from 
the unconscious, to have full sway. What we call madness is 
simply the successful invasion and complete possession of 
the conscious mind by the unconscious. The lunatic who 
thinks that he is an egg is, so to speak, living in a perpetual 
dream of being an egg from which he cannot wake up. Now 
the Germans, more than any other major European people, 
have failed to come to terms with these forces of the 
unconscious. 

The chief reasons are probably that most of Germany lay 
outside the great civilising power of the Roman Empire, and 
that in addition Christianity, which erected safeguards against 
this uprush from the unconscious, was very late in arriving 
in Germany. Thus the typical German tends to be insecurely 
poised. He may have developed his intellect but not his 
fundamental character, which is split up, almost like a split 
personality, between this intellectualisation of the conscious 
mind and this untamed ever-threatening unconscious. This 
has been observed by many famous Germans, for example 
Heine. It is this lack of any feeling of inner security that 
makes the German so unstable, so much given to boasting 
and bragging (in order to bolster himself up), and so liable 
to sudden and tremendous outbursts of violence and cruelty. 
It makes him too, in spite of his intellect, very credulous, 
ready to believe any wild nonsense that he wants to believe. 
The last war, with its enormous sacrifices, and its final 
defeat, followed by the economic collapse, which brought 
about a similar collapse of many values and standards, began 
to set the currents flowing the wrong way. It is an odd fact, 
by the way, that Hitler ruined that ancient emblem of good 
fortune, the swastika, by reversing the hooks, which originally 
represented the four legs of the sun-god. They are now, in 
the Nazi swastika, against the direction of the sun. Psychic 
energy, known as the /ibido, now poured into the unconscious, 
to light up and animate mysterious primitive images there. 


MepicineE MAN OF THE GERMAN TRIBE 


German folk lore, those myths that are the dreams of a 
whole people, is filled with stories of great wild heroes, 
conquerors, emperors who are waiting, hidden perhaps in 
some magic place inside a mountain, until the moment arrives 
for them to come out and storm the world again. Now, it 
seemed, they were stirring in their long sleep. The vast 
dark forces were waiting to be released. And now we come 
to Adolf Hitler, the Austrian outcast, who could come to 
no terms with life, who hated all established things, whose 
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last warm human relationship was with the mother who 
died when he was in his teens, the hysteric, the neurotic, the 
mediumistic. He became the medicine man of this vast 
German tribe. The power of the medicine man, as Mr. 
Baynes points out, rests upon his capacity for surrendering 
himself to, and becoming possessed by, the unconscious. 
“Throughout antiquity and amongst practically all primitive 
races, this capacity for being possessed and transported by 
the unconscious endows the individual in question with 
- magical prestige.” This is the key to Hitler. It is, as Mr. 
Baynes observes, “as though he were equipped not only to 
perceive the hidden forces or tendencies of the unconscious, 
but also to be conditioned by them, as the wire is to the 
electric current which it conducts.” If it had not been for 
the last war, which you may remember Hitler, as he tells 
us, welcomed with joy, Hitler might have remained an 
obscure neurotic casual labourer, moping and day-dreaming 
in corners and gradually losing all touch with reality. But 
the war came, and after that the gathering of those dark 
forces waiting to be released. It was Hitler, the medicine 
man, who released them and was himself carried away by 
them. This explains the profound irrationality of the whole 
Nazi movement, its lack of any real programme, its perpetual 
falsehood, its violence and cruelty. It was something surging 
up from outside our civilisation altogether. And it was bent 
on the destruction of that civilisation. Notice how always, 
from the first, it has tried to destroy those very things that 
enable the conscious mind to withstand the invasion of the 
unconscious: religion, scholarship, science, liberal literature. 
These had to be destroyed because they helped to give the 
individual mind its value, and Hitler, because he represented 
unconscious forces that lay outside individuality, desired this 
destruction of the individual. He saw mankind as a mass- 
animal, to be drilled and harnessed. He is not himself, 
strictly speaking, a real individual, with a completely in- 
tegrated personality, but is a neurotic with a split personality, 
which explains the contradictions in him, his half-effeminate 
timidity, his bouts of terror—and there is a most vivid de- 
scription by Rauschning of one of these—his apathy and 
inertia on the one side, and on the other his sudden frenzies, 
his insistence upon instant furious action, his cruelty and 
treachery. He is not a real person living in a real world. 
His whole vast crazy movement, which has had its effect 
upon all our lives, is not, in a strict sense, within reality. It 
is a long-continued mad dream. At first, when the forces of 
the German collective unconscious were released there was 
about it a half-magical, semi-religious air, whica imposed 
upon some people who visited Germany. They could never 
discover quite what it was all about, for it said one thing one 
minute and quite another the next, but they felt instinctively 
it was tremendously about something. This was the first 
phase, when Hitler first came to power. The vast forces 
were harnessed to the prodigious war machine. That machine 
still goes plunging and rolling on, but the Germany people 
themselves are now merely its slaves. The magical uprush 
has finished. Hence that curious apathy which all observers 
have noticed in war-time Germany. The victories mean 
nothing to them. They feel spiritually exhausted. But the 
terrible machine of destruction is still there, going it does 
not know where, and guiding it, hurling millions to death 
because he cannot waken up from his frantic dream, is that 
hysterical medicine man, in the depth of whose mind there 
is nothing but a dark chaos. What is there to make peace 
with? The answer is—nothing. How can you sign a pact 
with lunacy? Therefore we can only fight on. 








PUBLISHER’S 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 


CONTEST ON PUBLIC QUESTIONS 


Open to students in all colleges and 
high schools in the United States. 





In order to establish a national standard of composi- 
tion on public questions of the day, and to promote a 
greater interest among students in those problems of 
government which they must understand to make their 
citizenship effective, and to preserve democracy, the 
publishers of VITAL SPEECHES are inaugurating 
a contest in which they offer prizes for the best speech 
compositions submitted to them. 

This contest should prove of great interest to aspir- 
ing public speakers, as well as to all interested in the 
future welfare of our country. The winners should be 
accorded substantial public acclaim throughout the 
United States for their ability and knowledge. ‘The 
newspapers of the locality in which the winners reside, 
as well as all the large papers of the country, will be 
made acquainted with the results, and copies of the 
winning compositions will be sent to them. President 
Cutten of Colgate University wrote that “the great- 
est menace to the Republic is an uninformed elec- 
torate.”’ This contest is an effort to offset this condi- 
tion to some extent. 

It is hoped that the teachers will cooperate in lend- 
ing their support to this practical plan for securing a 
greater interest among students in important national 
questions. 


Send for details and application blank. 


VITAL SPEECHES AS A 
TEACHING DEVICE 


Dr. Lionell Crocker, Director of the Department of 
Speech of Denison University, and author of the book 
“Public Speaking for College Students,” gave a talk 
before the Central States Speech Association at its re- 
cent convention on the subject “VITAL SPEECHES 
as a Teaching Device.” 

Dr. Crocker took the speech of President Roosevelt 
on the subject “Aid to the Democracies” and has com- 
mented upon its thought and language and divided 
it into its organic parts. This study of a Roosevelt 
speech will give the student the key to the success of 
the President as a public speaker. 

It is published in pamphlet form and is free upon 
request. 


A PLAN FOR SPEECH STUDY 


Prepared to Accompany VITAL SPEECHES 
of the Day in Class-room Work 


A very clear and simple guide to good public speaking. 
By DWIGHT EVERETT WATKINS, A.M. 


Associate Professor of Public Speaking, University of California, 
Berkeley, Author of An Introduction to the Art of Speech, Effective 
Speech, The Convincing Word, Public Speaking for High Schools, etc. 


Price 25 Cents 
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